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House of Representatives
The House met at 12:30 p.m.
f

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 19, 1999,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning hour
debates. The Chair will alternate rec-
ognition between the parties, with each
party limited to 30 minutes, and each
Member, except the majority leader,
the minority leader, or the minority
whip, limited to 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. STEARNS) for 5 min-
utes.
f

MTBE USAGE

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, this
week in the Committee on Commerce
we are going to have a hearing Thurs-
day, May 6, at 9:30, concerning amend-
ment to the Clean Air Act. I am going
to paint a little bit what the problem
is, and it is centered at the EPA. In
their efforts to really clean up the air
what has happened is they have pol-
luted the water, and it is a very inter-
esting, but sad, commentary, and the
Governor of California is coming here
to testify, and almost all the Members
of Congress from California are on the
bill of the gentleman from California
(Mr. BILBRAY), which is H.R. 11, and we
are going to be holding a hearing on
this bill. And let me just give my col-
leagues, Mr. Speaker, a little bit of
background on this because this shows
the unintended consequences some-
times of what we do here in Wash-
ington and what the EPA extends fur-
ther to do.

So, if my colleagues will bear with
me, imagine a city suddenly faced with
contaminated drinking water. The
elected officials desperately search for
the responsible parties, they want ret-
ribution and justice, they want their

tainted water supply cleaned up, the
guilty must be found, and they must be
punished.

Now this perhaps sounds like a Holly-
wood plot, a Hollywood movie, but it is
not, and for many communities across
this Nation, they are facing this situa-
tion. The guilty party is none other
than the supposed protector, the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency.

Tom Randall, a managing editor of
the Environmental News, recently
brought some articles to my attention.
They detail a pollutant being forced
upon the American public by the EPA.
The pollutant is methyl tertiary-butyl
ether, MTBE. Now this may not be a
common household word to many, but
the EPA, oil companies which were
mandated to produce it and many com-
munities across this country are all
too familiar with this water polluting
gasoline additive.

The problem began in 1990 with a
misguided amendment to the Clean Air
Act which led the EPA to mandate the
use of oxygenates in gasoline sold in
areas which are out of compliance with
clean air standards. Many in this body
assumed the EPA had done their home-
work. In California, they trusted the
EPA enough to become the first to use
MTBE statewide even in areas not
mandated by the EPA. In doing so,
they also became the first State to face
a water pollution problem we may all
face in this country all because the
EPA did not do its homework and still
has not to this day.

These are the facts: There are basi-
cally two types of oxygenates: alcohol-
based and ether-based. Alcohols are
generally used in the Midwest where
they are produced, but since they can-
not be shipped through pipelines be-
cause they pick up water ethers, pri-
marily MTBE, are the only economi-
cally feasible choices for the rest of the
country.

What the EPA apparently did not
know back when their mandate went

into effect, and they still will not
admit, is that MTBE is a powerful and
persistent water pollutant and, from
leaks and spills, has made its way into
groundwater of nearly every State in
this Nation; the problem, of course,
being worse in California, the har-
binger of what will surely come to pass
in much of the rest of this country. It
takes only a small amount of MTBE to
make water undrinkable. It spreads
rapidly in both groundwater and res-
ervoirs, and so far attempts to remove
MTBE from water have proven difficult
and costly.

Has the EPA done anything to ad-
vance independent peer review research
into this? Not at this point, Mr. Speak-
er. They have appointed a, quote, blue
ribbon panel to study it, a panel com-
posed in most parts in part of rep-
resentatives of MTBE producers and
environmental lobbyists which in my
opinion have vested interest in pro-
tecting the use of this fuel additive.

In the meantime, States, universities
and the courts are scrambling to clean
up the EPA’s mess. It is time, Mr.
Speaker, we move to help them with
meaningful legislation to end the man-
dates for oxygenates which, by the
way, many scientists contend do noth-
ing to reduce air pollution from the
majority of cars on the road today.

Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, my friends
and colleagues, the gentleman from
California (Mr. BILBRAY) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS)
have introduced corrective legislation.
Mr. BILBRAY has introduced H.R. 11
which the Committee on Commerce
will be holding a hearing on this Thurs-
day. H.R. 11 allows for California to use
alternative methods other than only
using the oxygenates in gasoline. I ap-
plaud their efforts and encourage State
engagement rather than federal man-
dates. The bill of the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS), H.R. 1367,
would effectively end the use of MTBE.
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Mr. Speaker, I strongly support both

of these bills, and I urge my colleagues
to support them also.
f

TRANSPORTATION AND COMMU-
NITY SYSTEMS PRESERVATION
ACT
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

RADANOVICH). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, as
someone who came to Congress because
I believe that Federal Government
should do more to be a constructive
partner with our communities to help
promote livability, I could not be more
excited about developments that are
taking place this week in Detroit. I
just left the conference, the town meet-
ing, on sustainable development where
there were over 3100 people from
around the country and more still reg-
istering. It was not so much a wrap-up
of the President’s Council of Sustain-
able Development, but rather a hand-
off to citizen activists, students, busi-
ness, government, nongovernmental
agencies to deal with specific activities
that they could do to help promote liv-
able communities. There were a vari-
ety of workshops with people learning
from one another, and the administra-
tion has announced 70 specific commit-
ments to help promote that more sus-
tainable future.

One of the programs that I am most
pleased with was the Transportation
and Community Systems Preservation
Act. This was a provision in our TEA–
21 legislation, the Surface Transpor-
tation Act last year, that was born in
the Oregon experience where a group of
private citizens pushed the State and
Federal transportation agencies to con-
sider an alternative to simply con-
structing a traditional bypass to look
at what would happen if we were more
thoughtful about the ways that we put
pieces together.

The results of their research was
stunning. It proved conclusively that
by dealing with the integration of land
use, transportation being more con-
nected and giving people more choices
that we could, in fact, reduce conges-
tion more than simply having a pave-
ment-only solution.

That found its way into TEA–21. I
was happy to have supported it in our
House Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure. The driving force in
the Senate was my Senator, RON
WYDEN, a former colleague here in the
House, and it has opened the flood-
gates; over 500 applications from
around the country totaling over $400
million from people who understand
the power of being able to plan their
community. Sadly we are only able to
award a small portion of those pro-
grams, approximately 39, although
there are opportunities in the horizon
to increase those in future years.

There may be some federal programs
that obviously spend more money, but

I think there will be fewer that will
have more of an impact than helping
citizens sort out the right investments
and allowing them to be part of fram-
ing those solutions.

The entire town meeting effort is an
illustration of what livable commu-
nities are all about. It is not about
Federal interference, but partnership.
It is about giving people more choices
rather than fewer and that will end up
costing people less money rather than
more.

It is not the solutions for livable
communities that are pushing people
to the edge financially. It is the con-
sequences of throwing money at prob-
lems in an unplanned way, problems
that were first created by not carefully
planning and thinking about what we
are doing.

A country that can put a man on the
moon and bring him back safely over 20
years ago does not have to build a gen-
eration of failed infrastructure
projects. It should not be illegal in
most of America for a clerk working in
a drug store to live in an apartment
above that drug store rather than hav-
ing to have to commute every day. The
Federal Government should not pay
people more to pave a creek than re-
store a wetland, especially if that wet-
land restoration will actually solve the
problem as well or even better, and we
should guarantee that people in com-
munities, large and small, across
America have a place at the table to
discuss the impacts of infrastructure
investments rather than being shut out
by State bureaucracies.

Finally, the Federal Government
itself should do more to lead by exam-
ple, whether it is finally requiring the
Post Office to obey the same laws and
codes that the private sector or that
local government itself needs to follow
or, for that matter, having the House
of Representatives do as good a job in
our recycling efforts as a couple of am-
bitious Boy Scout troops do back
home.

The bottom line is that the American
public wants our families to be safe,
economically secure and healthy. What
is going on with the town meeting this
week in Detroit is an example of how
to do that. I hope that my colleagues
will look at ways that each of us in
Congress can do our best to help make
our communities more livable.
f

THE CONTINUING STEEL IMPORT
CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. REGULA) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Speaker, the steel
import crisis, which began in 1997, is
still continuing today. The numbers
tell the story. Total steel imports in
1998 were at the highest level ever, 41.5
million net tons of steel mill products.
This was a 33 percent increase over im-
ports in 1997, which also was a record
year.

While the pressure was on as the
House debated the steel issue earlier
this year and overwhelmingly passed
H.R. 975, we saw steel imports begin to
come down in December 1998 and in
January and February of this year. But
as soon as the pressure let up with un-
certainty over the fate of this legisla-
tion in the other body, steel imports
shot up again in March. We saw a 25
percent increase in steel imports in
March over the levels in February.

The U.S. market continues to be the
market of last resort for many export-
ers. As markets overseas continue to
face economic turmoil, exporters con-
tinue to ship unprecedented levels of
steel into the United States, the
world’s most open market. In order to
obtain hard currency, exporters have
sent the world’s oversupply of steel to
the U.S., often at prices that bear no
relation to the actual production costs.

In March we also saw some imports
source and product switching, which
all of us had feared. We saw an increase
in imports of blooms, billets and slabs
and in hot rolled sheet from countries
not subject to the current trade cases.

The impacts of this steel import cri-
sis cannot be overstated. Every single
ton of dumped steel displaces a ton of
domestic production. The United
States industry is losing competitive-
ness because of these unfairly traded
imports. Companies are finding that as
prices drop and imports continue to in-
crease, they cannot commit to future
capital investments, they cannot com-
mit to needed modernizations, and
they cannot commit to additional re-
search and development. These effects,
if not reversed soon, could have a last-
ing implication on an important indus-
try well into the 21st century.

Company by company the impact is
also being felt in the short term. Four
companies have filed for bankruptcy
protection. Mills are dramatically cut-
ting production in capacity utilization.
Foreign producers that dump their
products are now realizing the benefits
of American companies’ successful ef-
forts to rebuild the market for steel
products here in the United States, and
most disturbing is the damage that is
being done to many American families
as steelworkers lose their jobs. As stat-
ed in the President’s steel report in
January, 10,000 Americans have lost
their jobs because of this crisis. Many
will never return to jobs that can pro-
vide the level of pay and benefits that
were provided by the steelworker jobs
that have been lost, and that does not
take into account the impact on local
community services where jobs are
lost, the impact of suppliers. So the job
number could be much larger.

b 1245

Some workers may not lose their
jobs, but short work weeks, reduced
shifts and lost hours can also have a
devastating impact on their families.
Those laid off and those with reduced
hours are struggling to pay rent and
mortgages, to put food on the table and
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to provide their children with the
things they need.

As I have stated before, this crisis
does not just impact steelworkers and
their families. The shortage or the im-
ports affect outside contractors, sup-
pliers and everyone in the community
that depends on these steel mills. I re-
cently read a statistic that for every
one million tons of domestic steel lost,
nearly 5,000 U.S. jobs are directly or in-
directly affected.

The highly competitive United
States steel industry cannot compete
with massive foreign subsidies, closed
home markets and industrial cartels
that protect an enormous worldwide
overcapacity. It is now time for Con-
gress and our government to step in
and take the steps necessary to provide
the U.S. industry a fair and level play-
ing field in the global marketplace.

I urge the other body to complete ac-
tion on H.R. 975. I further urge the
House to take up other important
trade law bills, including H.R. 412,
which I introduced; H.R. 1120, which
was introduced by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HOUGH-
TON); and H.R. 1505, which was intro-
duced by the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. ENGLISH).

The current steel import crisis must
be stopped, and we must ensure that
such a crisis will not happen again in
the future.

I might add, I thought it was inter-
esting that President Clinton even
took the time to take this subject up
with the Prime Minister of Japan be-
cause of their dumping practices.
f

STEEL IMPORTS ONCE AGAIN ON
THE RISE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RADANOVICH). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 3 minutes.

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today because the steelworkers in
Northeast Arkansas and all over this
country are frustrated, and they are
the most productive steelworkers in
the world. They have lost faith in their
government’s promise to uphold its
basic trade laws.

The steel import figures for March
show that imports are once again on
the rise. Imports for March are 25 per-
cent higher than the imports in Feb-
ruary. Imports from Japan rose 36 per-
cent; from Brazil, 54 percent; from
Korea, 11 percent; from Indonesia, 339
percent. Compared to July of 1997, be-
fore the crisis began, Japan’s imports
are up 22 percent; Brazil’s are up 25 per-
cent; Korea, 77 percent; Indonesia, 889
percent.

Clearly, the steel crisis is not over.
Although they continue to assure us

that they are negotiating and con-
sulting with these nations, we continue
to see higher rates of steel entering
this Nation.

The President warned Japan Monday
to reduce its steel shipments to the
United States on a consistent basis or
the government will act to block them.
The President also said during a news
conference that the U.S. would act to
keep Japanese steel out of U.S. mar-
kets if those imports continued to ex-
ceed the levels existing before the
Asian economic crisis.

How long does this crisis have to go
on? Something must be done. We must
take action now.

Arkansas steelworkers have lost
faith in their government because we
have failed them by failing to enforce
our own trade laws.

The administration continues to sit
on this problem without offering a sub-
stantive and timely remedy. Steel-
workers need solid, immediate plans to
end the flow of underpriced steel that
is flooding our market. We cannot sim-
ply solve the world’s financial crisis on
the backs of the steelworkers of the
United States. The time for action is
now, as I have already said, strong and
decisive action. For the sake of Amer-
ican steelworkers and their families,
we must end this import crisis.
f

THE CONTINUING STEEL IMPORT
CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. QUINN) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 2 minutes.

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I would
like associate myself with the remarks
of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. REG-
ULA) and also the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. BERRY).

We rise today to discuss the steel cri-
sis that continues to grip the steel in-
dustry and its workers.

On March 17, this past year, 289
House Members passed the bipartisan
Steel Recovery Act. This bipartisan
legislation calls for quotas to be placed
on foreign steel to get back to its pre-
crisis levels of July, 1997.

The bill would also set up a steel
monitoring system that would track
the amount of steel imports into the
United States by foreign countries.

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to go
into detail this morning about the rea-
sons why our steel industry and its
workers find themselves in this serious
crisis. We have been through that in
the months leading up to the vote on
March 17. What I am here to say and to
join the others in pointing out is that
there still is a steel crisis in the United
States and that we need something
done immediately.

As many as four major steel compa-
nies are in bankruptcy right now, and
we know that when those good-paying
jobs disappear they disappear forever.

The need for our steel bill was clear
on March 17, and today it is even more
clear. 289 House Members believed that
something must be done to stop these
imports, as we continue to see higher
rates of steel entering the country each
and every day.

The administration may argue that
the amount of steel imports for the
month of March represents a 30 percent
drop in imports since November of 1998;
and, while that may be true, shipments
from countries such as Brazil and
Japan showed a significant increase.

It is important to point out that just
yesterday the President warned Japan
that the United States will take action
if the steel imports are not returned to
their pre-crisis levels. I believe that is
an absolute positive step in the right
direction, and I applaud the President
for this action.

We must continue, though, in our ac-
tion to make sure that passage of the
bill that the House sent over is ap-
proved in the Senate and signed by the
President of the United States.

On behalf of the American steel-
workers and their families, I ask our
administration and the Senate to act
to end this crisis. This is not about free
trade. It is about fair trade.
f

THE ITC SHOULD RULE DECI-
SIVELY IN FAVOR OF THE U.S.
STEEL INDUSTRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. WISE) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 1 minute.

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, today the
International Trade Commission holds
a hearing into illegal steel dumping.
Well, let me report, I was in the north-
ern panhandle yesterday. The pain,
both economic and personal, continues
from illegal dumping of steel in this
country by foreign nations. Over 10,000
jobs have been lost nationwide.
Weirton Steel alone has lost over 750
jobs. Net sales for Weirton Steel are
down $76 million this quarter over last
year, and as of March of this year the
level of steel imports from Japan and
Brazil were up 22 and 25 percent. These
numbers show clearly this crisis, this
steel crisis, is nowhere near over.

The decision from today’s Inter-
national Trade Commission hearing
will not be given until mid-June, but I
am urging the ITC to rule decisively in
favor of the U.S. steel industry and its
$70 billion contribution to our economy
and to Weirton Steel and to many oth-
ers.

When we see a crime, we call 911.
Well, this time West Virginia steel-
workers need some help from this
international assault.
f

TIME TO TAKE DECISIVE ACTION
IN YUGOSLAVIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, late
last week this House took up a resolu-
tion to continue the administration’s
policy of bombing Yugoslavia, and by a
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vote of 213 to 213 the measure failed to
endorse that policy.

Many of those of us who voted
against the policy made a deliberate,
considered vote of protest against in-
cessant bombings that have not accom-
plished much of anything except to kill
innocent civilians and destroy the in-
frastructure of Yugoslavia that in the
end the U.S. will likely be asked to
spend billions of dollars to rebuild.

Forty-one days of intensive bombings
have not been successful in removing
Milosevic’s forces from Kosova, nor has
it achieved the stated purpose of the
bombing and that is to stop the ethnic
cleansing of the Kosovars. Even our
own NATO commanders have stated
clearly that, except for weakening the
air defense system in Yugoslavia, the
air strikes have not been successful;
and Serb forces continue to commit
atrocities; and hundreds of civilians,
men, women and children, are being
killed by these bombs.

Contrary to the wishful thinking of
those who supported that resolution,
the bombing has not stopped the mur-
ders. It has not stopped the violence.
Instead, the bombings have exacer-
bated both.

Thus, the question is, how long will
the world support a war in which the
only victims are civilian men, women
and children?

Now, Reverend Jessie Jackson re-
turned from Yugoslavia and was suc-
cessful in obtaining the release of three
servicemen, and he brought a letter
from Mr. Milosevic to give to President
Clinton asking that they meet and talk
about this issue. So I would say, Mr.
President, the time has come to take a
decisive action by stopping the bombs
and initiate a committed, comprehen-
sive effort to find a diplomatic solution
to what is going on in Yugoslavia.
f

CHINA WANTS ACCESSION INTO
THE WORLD TRADE ORGANIZA-
TION, BUT WITHOUT PLAYING BY
THE RULES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BROWN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
would like to associate myself also
with the remarks of the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), the gentleman
from West Virginia (Mr. WISE), the
gentleman from New York (Mr. QUINN)
and the gentleman from Arkansas (Mr.
BERRY) in imploring the ITC to rule for
the United States steel industry.

There is another trade issue that
soon will be in front of Congress. Cor-
porate jets are starting to land at Na-
tional Airport one after another after
another, filled with CEOs coming, de-
scending on Capitol Hill to lobby on be-
half of the Chinese Communist Govern-
ment’s accession to the World Trade
Organization.

One prominent Chinese dissident who
had spent many years in a Chinese jail

simply for exercising what he consid-
ered his right to speak out about op-
pression and speak out against the Chi-
nese Government and its policies, this
dissident said that American corporate
executives were in the vanguard of the
Chinese Communist Party revolution,
arguing in this body for special trade
advantages, so-called Most Favored Na-
tion status for China, arguing in this
body that China should be admitted to
the World Trade Organization.

Let us step back for a moment, Mr.
Speaker, and look at a little bit of the
history of China’s attempt to join this
world trade body and play by the rules
that the United States and other coun-
tries around the world play by.

For 5 years, the People’s Republic of
China has courted the United States,
trying to convince the United States
that China, the Chinese Communist
Government, should be admitted, ac-
ceded into the World Trade Organiza-
tion, but look what they have done in
those 5 years as they in a sense have
been courting the United States: illegal
sales of nuclear technology to Paki-
stan; smuggling of AK–47s into the har-
bor at San Francisco; child labor; slave
labor; shooting missiles into the
Straits of Taiwan when Taiwan was
holding its first free election, some-
thing that the People’s Republic of
China is very unfamiliar with.

As China has been courting the
United States, this is the way they
have been acting. They have violated
every norm, every reasonable standard
that is accepted in the international
community, standards that our coun-
try lives by, standards that the great
majority of countries around the world
live by.

China, while she has been courting
the United States, has acted this way,
yet they want accession into the World
Trade Organization.

At the same time, China has exported
last year $75 billion worth of goods to
the United States. We have sold to
China, exported to China, only about
$12 billion worth of goods. We sell to
Belgium more than we do to China, be-
cause China simply will not let most of
our goods and services in their coun-
try.

China takes that $60 billion trade def-
icit, that surplus for them, in a sense
that gift of $60 billion, turns around
and buys more or less $60 billion worth
of goods from Western Europe; gen-
erally, our western European allies.
Then when we have a problem with
China, when there is a human rights
violation or some sort of theft of prop-
erty rights or something that clearly
China has acted not according to the
rules of international trade, those Eu-
ropean countries never are on our side
in those trade disputes because they
are such a big customer for China.

Understand that China has a $60 bil-
lion trade surplus with us. They make
$60 billion in goods and services from
us, turn around and spend that $60 bil-
lion in Western Europe; in a sense, buy-
ing allies in their quest around the
world in the trade arena.

b 1300
Mr. Speaker, what we need to do be-

fore granting China World Trade Orga-
nization is not listen to what they say,
because they always make promise
after promise after promise saying that
they will behave, that they will play
fair, they will stop the human rights
abuses, they will stop the forced abor-
tions, they will stop the religious dis-
crimination, they will stop their war
against the Tibetans, they will stop
what they do against Taiwan, they will
stop the child labor, their slave labor.

They promise that every year. Every
year this country gives them Most-Fa-
vored-Nation status. Every year they
break those promises. Mao Zedong
Dong liked to quote his ideological
communist mentor, Vladimir Lenin,
the Soviet leader. He said, promises are
like pie crust, they are made to be bro-
ken. That is what has happened with
China as they have courted the United
States to join the World Trade Organi-
zation.

Mr. Speaker, I ask the administra-
tion, I ask the President, I ask Repub-
lican leadership in this body, I ask the
American business community, which
is so strongly supportive of World
Trade Organization entry for China im-
mediately, I ask them to step back and
let us see if China can behave for one
year, if it can stop the human rights
abuses, stop the slave labor and the
child labor, can stop shooting missiles
at Taiwan, can stop the nuclear sales
to Pakistan, can stop the human rights
violations.

Let us see if China can stop for 1 year
and join the community of nations in
its behavior for 1 year. Then let us talk
about World Trade Organization acces-
sion. Do not let them in based on their
promises, let them in based on their ac-
tions.
f

MARKING THE 25TH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE WIC PROGRAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
RADANOVICH). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 19, 1999, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 2 minutes.

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, it is a
pleasure today to rise to mark the 25th
anniversary of the WIC program, the
women, infants and children. I am
proud to join my colleagues in support
of this very valuable and extremely
successful program.

Several years ago when I served on
the Committee on the Budget I had the
opportunity to hear several CEOs of
Fortune 500 companies testify in sup-
port of the WIC program. These execu-
tives talked about the difficulties they
had in finding a qualified work force
and the amount of money they had to
spend to educate and retrain their em-
ployees.

They told us that while improving
our educational system was an impor-
tant part of the solution, our edu-
cational system can only do so much if
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the child is not prepared to learn by
the time they reach school age.

These executives came to the conclu-
sion that in order to find solutions to
the problems they were facing and
other problems facing society, we had
to begin at the beginning and make
sure children start out their lives with
the nutrition they need to develop.

That conclusion is what brought
these CEOs to the Committee on the
Budget, and it is what brings me to the
floor today. We continue to learn more
each day about the importance of the
first 3 years of life in the development
of the brain. Common sense tells us
that ensuring that children have prop-
er nutrition at this critical period in
their lives will reap benefits for all of
us as these children grow into adult-
hood.

A child who has the proper nutrition
at the beginning of his or her life in the
womb through the first 3 years of its
life is more likely to succeed in school,
less likely to become involved in the
criminal justice system, and more like-
ly to become a productive member of
society.

There have been numerous studies
showing the effectiveness of the WIC
program in improving health of new-
born children. From a fiscal stand-
point, studies have found that Medicaid
costs for women and children partici-
pating in WIC were reduced by between
$1.77 and $3.13 for every dollar spent on
WIC.

But more important than any of
these statistics or studies about the ef-
fectiveness of the WIC program is this:
The WIC program helps give all chil-
dren a fair start in life. That is why I
am proud to support the WIC program,
and encourage our colleagues to con-
tinue to support and expand upon this
very valuable program.
f

ETHIOPIA AND ERITREA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. SNYDER) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 11⁄2 min-
utes.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, recently
I met with representatives of the Ethi-
opian and Eritrean embassies. The two
countries are involved in a horrific bor-
der war that since May, 1998, has re-
sulted in tens of thousands of casual-
ties.

As family doctor who worked in a
refugee camp near Kassala, Sudan, in
1985, and treated refugees from both
Tigre and Eritrea, it is heartbreaking
to see this war continue. Just a few
years ago, the Horn of Africa was one
of the most promising development
storise on the continent. There was
great hope for both Eritrea and Ethi-
opia in 1991, two countries with a great
deal in common. Now, tragically, that
promise is gone, swept away in war.

Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to ask the
United States to take sides militarily
in this war. It is not in our interests, or

in those of the warring parties, that we
do. What I do ask is for the two war-
ring nations, Ethiopia and Eritrea, to
agree to a cease-fire and peace settle-
ment. The OAU proposal seems to be
acceptable to both countries, but for
unclear reasons has not been signed.

A cease-fire and peace treaty must be
agreed to. The war must end. New en-
emies must again become old friends.
f

PROBLEMS AMERICA IS CON-
FRONTING IN THE STEEL INDUS-
TRY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from
Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 2 min-
utes.

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, I join
with the other Members who have been
on the floor today to talk about the
problems we are confronting in steel.

I recently had a chance to visit Beth-
lehem Steel’s Sparrows Point division.
I had a chance to meet with many of
the 4,000 dedicated workers at this fa-
cility. I also had a chance to talk with
management, to go over the invest-
ment that management is making in
the most modern steel equipment, hun-
dreds of millions of dollars.

Mr. Speaker, at Sparrows Point our
workers can compete with any worker
around the world. All they ask from us
is a level playing field. They are not
asking us to protect the steel industry
from competition, but they are asking
us to protect the steel industry from il-
legally dumped steel that is still com-
ing into this country.

Yes, what we need to do, we need to
enact the legislation, that passed, that
rolls back the level of steel imports to
the pre-crisis level. We need to reform
our antidumping and counterveiling
duty laws to protect from the surge of
illegal steel or any product coming
into this country, so we can act deci-
sively. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. ENGLISH) and I have filed
such legislation. We also need the ITC
to take decisive action in their meet-
ings today.

This is sort of like a Whack-a-Mole
game, where you hit one country on
the head that is dealing with illegal
steel and another country pops up. But
for the 10,000 steel workers’ jobs that
we have lost, this is not a game. It is
time for us to take decisive action.
f

THE CRISIS IN STEEL IS NOT
OVER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 2 min-
utes.

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, the
crisis in steel is not over. The Inter-
national Trade Commission of the U.S.
Department of Commerce has ruled
that foreign steel imports are coming

into this country at below-cost produc-
tion in many cases, below cost of U.S.
products, and are being, in the tech-
nical terms, dumped in the U.S. mar-
ketplace.

The Department of Commerce is now
proceeding in the second phase of this
unfair trade practice determining in-
jury. The Clinton administration,
through the Secretary of Commerce,
Secretary Daley, and Secretary Rubin
at Treasury, have moved smartly to
impose counterveiling duties and put
companies on notice in this country to
post bond or cash to cover the cost be-
tween the unfair price and the U.S.
market price.

We are now in the injury phase of
this proceeding, an excruciating fair,
time-consuming process, the most fair
process of any country in the world
trade community for determining un-
fair trade. In fact, it is so fair that I
am afraid that American steel mills
and in Minnesota taconite plants will
be out of business before they come to
the conclusion, the Department of
Commerce, that there is injury, that
these counterveiling duties should be
imposed, and the level trading field re-
established in steel.

We ought to act decisively now. The
Senate ought to pass the bipartisan
Steel Recovery Act, because imports
from Japan in March were up 36 per-
cent, Brazil up 54 percent, Korea up 11
percent, and Indonesia tripled its ex-
ports in March to the United States.
Korea has increased their exports to
the U.S. so much that they are up 77
percent over a year ago.

The crisis in steel is not over. More
countries are finding that the most
open, fair market in the world is the
United States, and are dumping their
unemployment on our marketplace. It
is not fair.
f

AMERICAN STEEL COMPANIES
AND STEEL FAMILIES REMAIN
IN GRAVE DANGER FROM STEEL
DUMPING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from West
Virginia (Mr. MOLLOHAN) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 2 min-
utes.

Mr. MOLLOHAN. Mr. Speaker, as my
colleagues today are point out, the lat-
est trade figures are in and they con-
firm what we feared but also what we
expected. They confirm, Mr. Speaker,
that the steel dumping crisis is not
over. In fact, just the opposite, they
confirm that our American steel com-
panies and our American steel families
remain in grave danger.

It turns out that the recent drop in
imports was not the start of a trend, it
was only our trading partners catching
their breath and then pumping up their
March shipments by 25 percent. That
includes a 39 percent increase from
Japan and a 54 percent increase from
Brazil, two of the main targets of com-
plaints filed by our U.S. steelmakers.
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It is clear that these countries are

not very impressed with America’s re-
solve to enforce our trade laws. What
about our steelmakers? How are im-
ports affecting them? Thanks to im-
ports, LTV is reporting a first quarter
loss of $29 million; Bethlehem a loss of
$26 million, and in my district, Weirton
Steel is reporting a loss of almost $28
million, the worst in 6 years. Seven
hundred Weirton Steel employees re-
main out of work, putting a terrible
strain on communities all along the
upper Ohio Valley.

Mr. Speaker, our trading partners do
not care about our communities. They
do not care about our families. They do
not even care about following our trade
laws. But this Congress and this ad-
ministration must care, because when
the playing field is level, we can com-
pete with anyone on Earth.

This Congress must come full circle
and pass tough trade legislation, and
this administration must use every
tool at its disposal to enforce basic,
fair, trade laws. I repeat, Mr. Speaker,
the crisis is not over. We cannot afford
to act like it is.

f

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 11 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

f
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. BURR of North Carolina)
at 2 p.m.

f

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Reverend James David
Ford, D.D., offered the following pray-
er:

In this world where life contains
what seems to be so much turmoil and
tribulation we long for that tranquility
that lives beside the still waters of
peace, and yet we know that grace ex-
ists besides turbulence and healing ex-
ists besides pain. O gracious God, the
creator of everyone, we laud and praise
those who use their ability to bring
peace and healing to our communities
and to all the neighborhoods of our
world. May Your spirit, O God, unite
each person so we share our concerns
and our hopes as one people with one
creator. In Your name we pray. Amen.

f

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. RUSH led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

f

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is
Private Calendar day. The Clerk will
call the first individual bill on the Pri-
vate Calendar.
f

FRED STEFFENS

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 509) to
direct the Secretary of the Interior to
transfer to the personal representative
of the estate of Fred Steffens of Big
Horn County, Wyoming, certain land
comprising the Steffens family prop-
erty.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

H.R. 509
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. TRANSFER OF STEFFENS FAMILY

PROPERTY.
(a) CONVEYANCE.—Subject to valid existing

rights, the Secretary of the Interior is di-
rected to issue, without consideration, a
quitclaim deed to Marie Wambeke of Big
Horn County, Wyoming, the personal rep-
resentative of the estate of Fred Steffens, to
the land described in subsection (b): Pro-
vided, That all minerals underlying such land
are hereby reserved to the United States.

(b) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The land referred
to in subsection (a) is the approximately 80-
parcel known as ‘‘Farm Unit C’’ in the
E1⁄2NW1⁄4 of Section 27 in Township 57 North,
Range 97 West, 6th Principal Meridian, Wyo-
ming.

(c) REVOCATION OF WITHDRAWAL.—The Bu-
reau of Reclamation withdrawal for the Sho-
shone Reclamation Project under Secretrial
Order dated October 21, 1913, is hereby re-
voked with respect to the lands described in
subsection (b).

With the following committee
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute:

Strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:
SECTION 1. TRANSFER OF STEFFENS FAMILY

PROPERTY.
(a) CONVEYANCE.—Subject to valid existing

rights, the Secretary of the Interior is directed to
issue, without consideration, a quitclaim deed to
Marie Wambeke of Big Horn County, Wyoming,
the personal representative of the estate of Fred
Steffens, to the land described in subsection (b):
Provided, That all minerals underlying such
land are hereby reserved to the United States.

(b) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The land referred to
in subsection (a) is the approximately 80-acre
parcel known as ‘‘Farm Unit C’’ in the E1⁄2NW1⁄4
of Section 27 in Township 57 North, Range 97
West, 6th Principal Meridian, Wyoming.

(c) REVOCATION OF WITHDRAWAL.—The Bu-
reau of Reclamation withdrawal for the Sho-
shone Reclamation Project under Secretarial
Order dated October 21, 1913, is hereby revoked
with respect to the lands described in subsection
(b).

Mr. BALLENGER (during the read-
ing). Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute be
considered as read and printed in the
RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.
The committee amendment in the

nature of a substitute was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed

and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.
f

JOHN R. AND MARGARET J. LOWE

The Clerk called the bill (H.R. 510) to
direct the Secretary of the Interior to
transfer to John R. and Margaret J.
Lowe of Big Horn County, Wyoming,
certain land so as to correct an error in
the patent issued to their predecessors
in interest.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill as follows:

H.R. 510

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. TRANSFER OF LOWE FAMILY PROP-

ERTY.
(a) CONVEYANCE.—Subject to valid existing

rights, the Secretary of the Interior is di-
rected to issue, without consideration, a
quitclaim deed to John R. and Margaret J.
Lowe of Big Horn County, Wyoming, to the
land described in subsection (b): Provided,
That all minerals underlying such land are
hereby reserved to the United States.

(b) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The land referred
to in subsection (a) is the approximately 40-
acre parcel located in the SW1⁄4SE1⁄4 of Sec-
tion 11, Township 51 North, Range 96 West,
6th Principal Meridian, Wyoming.

Mrs. CUBIN. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 509 and
H.R. 510, as introduced in the House, mirror
the bills introduced by Senators MIKE ENZI and
CRAIG THOMAS that passed last year in the
Senate by unanimous consent.

The first bill, H.R. 509, transfers eighty
acres of public land in Big Horn County, Wyo-
ming, to the estate of Mr. Fred Steffens.

The property outlined in the bill has been a
part of the Steffens’ family working farm since
the land was purchased in 1928. Mr. Steffens
was issued a warranty deed to the property by
Mr. Frank McKinney, predecessor of interest.

Unfortunately, Mr. McKinney knowingly had
neither title to the property nor an assignable
right of entry. However, the fact that Mr.
McKinney did not own the land did not stop
him from selling the property or issuing the
warranty deed.

In good faith, Mr. Steffens purchased the
property and, according to the Big Horn Coun-
ty Assessor’s office, paid taxes since the date
of purchase in 1928.

Upon Mr. Steffens’ death, in an attempt to
settle his estate, it was discovered that a pat-
ent had never been issued for these lands.
Mr. Steffens’ sister and representative of the
estate filed a Color of Title application with the
BLM’s Wyoming state office, but the title was
rejected.

The reason given was that the lands at
issue were, and continue to be, withdrawn by
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the Bureau of Reclamation (BOR) for the Sho-
shone Reclamation Project. Regulations spe-
cifically preclude claims under the Color of
Title Act when lands are withdrawn for Federal
purposes.

The only option to remedy this situation is to
pass H.R. 509. Both the BOR and the BLM
support the transfer of title to the Steffens’ es-
tate. The bill preserves the rights of the fed-
eral government to own the mineral interests
and transfers the right, title and surface estate
to the Steffens.

Mr. Steffens’ and his family occupied this
property in good faith. I believe it’s time for the
issue to be resolved and ask my colleagues to
favorably report the bill to the House floor.

H.R. 510 is another bill that the BLM sup-
ports which transfers forty acres of public land
in Big Horn County, Wyoming, to John and
Margaret Lowe.

Although there is a confusing history to this
particular parcel, there is abundant evidence
that the Lowe’s claim to the land is justified.

The latest evidence comes at the hand of a
Big Horn County assessor who wrote that
based on other entries in the county records,
the legal description of the land being trans-
ferred by the original patent should have in-
cluded the forty acres under consideration.

The Lowe family, since acquiring the land in
1966, have paid taxes on the land since that
time.

H.R. 510, although not the only alternative
the Lowe’s have in acquiring the forty acres,
is the only alternative that will bring minimal
additional expense to either the Lowe family or
the BLM.

As I mentioned before, the BLM supports
the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This
concludes the call of the Private Cal-
endar.
f

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The Speaker pro tempore laid before
the House the following communica-
tion from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, April 30, 1999.

Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted to Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
April 30, 1999 at 10:21 a.m. that the Senate
passed S. Res. 88.

Appointment: Advisory Commission on
Electronic Commerce

With best wishes, I am
Sincerely,

JEFF TRANDAHL,
Clerk.

f

AMERICANS AND THREE RE-
CENTLY RELEASED SOLDIERS
OWE REVEREND JESSE JACKSON
THANKS

(Mr. LEWIS of California asked and
was given permission to address the

House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. LEWIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, there are three American soldiers
who are celebrating freedom today.
These young men have now been re-
united with their families and are re-
ceiving needed medical care in Ger-
many.

America is very proud of Steven
Gonzales, Andrew Ramirez, and Chris-
topher Stone. Like so many others now
in harm’s way, they served at consider-
able risk to their own personal safety.
They suffered physical harm at the
hands of their captors, and they
emerged from captivity with crisp sa-
lutes to their superior officers with
their heads held high.

As we celebrate their safety, let us
not overlook one fact: These soldiers
were released through the efforts of
Reverend Jesse Jackson.

While I will continue to support our
troops in their actions abroad, I ap-
plaud any potential avenue for peace.
Reverend Jackson is not our Secretary
of State, but in recent days he has
achieved diplomatically what had not
before been possible. America, like
these three young men, owes him our
thanks.
f

RESIDENTS IN NEW YORK BANNED
FROM FLYING FLAG

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, resi-
dents of Brookshire Condominiums in
Washingtonville, New York, have been
banned from flying the American flag.
Banned, ladies and gentlemen. In fact,
they will be charged $25 for every day
that they fly the flag beyond the five
holidays allowed. Unbelievable.

The sad fact is in America today we
can burn the flag, but we may not be
allowed to fly the flag. Beam me up. Is
it any wonder America is so screwed
up?

I yield back the lives of thousands of
heroic Americans who gave their lives
in battle while carrying Old Glory into
battle.
f

HONORING AMERICA’S TEACHERS

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in honor of America’s teachers, those
people who rise every day to open up
the world of learning to our children.

As a former public high school math
and science teacher myself, I can attest
to the amount of time, energy, cre-
ativity, and patience that it takes to
take our students to the next step of
discovery, be it in literature, calculus,
music theory or physics.

Today, I would like to especially
honor one teacher from my district in
Lancaster County, Pennsylvania,

Elaine Savukas, from Hempfield High
School.

Year after year, Ms. Savukas has
brought a winning team of civics stu-
dents to Washington to take part in
the ‘‘We the People, The Citizen and
the Constitution’’ 3-day academic com-
petition on the Constitution and the
Bill of Rights, as is shown in this pic-
ture of her class.

Her students know the Constitution
probably better than many Members of
Congress know it. She has instilled in
her students a love of our history and
brings civics alive. She stirs her stu-
dents to excellence.

Mr. Speaker, there are excellent
teachers like Elaine Savukas all over
this country, and we are compelled to
honor them not only this week but
throughout the year as they help shape
the minds and motivation of our lead-
ers of the next millennium. I thank all
our teachers.
f

SUPPORT JOINT EFFORT OF CON-
GRESSIONAL MEMBERS AND
RUSSIAN DUMA COUNTERPARTS
TO FIND SOLUTION TO BALKAN
CRISIS
(Mr. GIBBONS asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, a win-
dow of opportunity to find a peaceful
solution to this conflict in Kosovo was
opened this weekend in Vienna, Aus-
tria.

For my congressional colleagues and
my Russian Duma counterparts who
participated, those meetings represent
a real and attainable step toward a
lasting peace.

Obviously, this conflict represents
one of the most serious challenges to
international security since World War
II. Most Members realize the power
that many constructive Russian-Amer-
ican efforts can offer in finding a solu-
tion.

In that light, this bilateral con-
ference agreed on a course of action
which would withdraw Serbian troops
from Kosovo, cease all military activi-
ties of the KLA, and end NATO bomb-
ing.

Once these measures are complete,
the repatriation of the refugees, admin-
istered by an international peace-
keeping force and the international
community, can begin the healing and
rebuilding process.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ask my
colleagues to support this joint effort
to find a diplomatic solution to the
Balkans crisis because, in my mind,
peace is an exit strategy everyone can
understand.
f

PASS EMERGENCY SUPPLE-
MENTAL AND HELP DESPERATE,
DESERVING FARMERS
(Mr. BERRY asked and was given

permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)
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Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, how many

times do we have to come to the floor
asking for help on behalf of the Amer-
ican farmer? How many more farmers
have to go bankrupt before we pass the
emergency supplemental? When is the
Speaker going to stop holding Amer-
ica’s farmers hostage and stop playing
politics?

This could have been done months
ago. The time to act is now. It is the
right thing to do. America’s farmers
deserve to be treated better than this.
Let us pass the emergency supple-
mental.
f

H.R. 1503, CAPITAL GAINS
EXPANSION FOR FARMERS

(Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska. Mr.
Speaker, a week ago I introduced a bill
to correct a flaw in the Tax Code. H.R.
1503 would allow family farmers to
take advantage of the $500,000 capital
gains tax break that many other Amer-
icans can take when they sell their
homes. This bill expands the $500,000
capital gains tax exclusion for prin-
cipal residences to cover the entire
farm.

Most family farmers are unable to
take advantage of the capital gains tax
break because they do not spend extra
money investing in their principal resi-
dence, they spend it investing in their
whole farm. As a result, the capital
gains exclusion is of little help to
farmers selling their land. It simply
makes sense. Farmers should enjoy the
same capital gains exclusion as other
Americans.

Agriculture producers are faced with
many challenges these days, and we
need to look at a variety of issues to
improve the situation in rural Amer-
ica. I believe this bill begins to correct
one that we can control, an inequity in
the Tax Code.

I ask my colleagues to join me along
with the gentleman from North Dakota
(Mr. POMEROY) in supporting H.R. 1503.
f

URGENT NEED FOR SUPPLE-
MENTAL AGRICULTURE FUNDING

(Mrs. CLAYTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, since
the Congress began in January, all
have acknowledged the need to enact
emergency legislation to assist our
small farmers and ranchers.

The emergency supplemental appro-
priation for farm loans was the result
of unprecedented demand for agricul-
tural credit due to the persistent low
commodity prices across our Nation.

The Department of Agriculture’s
Farm Service Agency, FSA, needs an
additional $152 million in fiscal year
1999 to provide credit and to deliver
much-needed services to farmers and

ranchers because of the low prices and
bad weather.

The conferees have yet to resolve the
differences in the emergency agri-
culture supplemental so this des-
perately needed legislation can be
brought to the floor of the House for
passage of the conference report.

My colleagues, we truly, truly have
an emergency. We must act now. The
situation is urgent. Let us pass the
emergency supplemental so our farm-
ers of America can continue to provide
the food and fiber we desperately need.
f

PRESIDENT HAS CREATED
NATIONAL SECURITY EMERGENCY

(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I call
my colleagues’ attention to this graph
I have here. It shows that the President
has neglected the defense budget for
the past 6 years, while stretching our
troops around the world. There has
been laxity, inattention, and actual
negligence in guarding our most valu-
able nuclear secrets.

I believe the President has created a
national security emergency. There
have been truly massive cuts in the de-
fense budget in the area of weapons
procurement, all this while using
American troops in the role of social
workers on humanitarian missions
around the world. It is a recipe de-
signed to leave our proud military in a
state of emergency, unable to match
resources with demands.

American servicemen deserve better.
Those who serve our Nation should not
be put in harm’s way when our na-
tional security interests are not at
stake, and they should be provided
with the resources necessary to carry
out our mission in a dangerous world.

The war in Kosovo has exposed for all
the world to see our national security
emergency.
f
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WEAPONS OF WAR ON OUR
STREETS AND IN OUR SCHOOLS

(Ms. NORTON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, in the
wake of the Littleton, Colorado, trag-
edy yesterday, the gentleman from
California (Mr. HENRY WAXMAN) and I
sat at a hearing on the GAO report on
the 50-caliber, state-of-the-art military
rifle that is of Persian Gulf vintage.

The problem is that this armor-pierc-
ing sniper rifle, meant to bring down
tanks and jeeps, has now infiltrated
the States. GAO investigators went un-
dercover in the National Capital area
region and found dealers willing to sell
the rifle even when the agent said he
was interested in taking down a heli-
copter and in piercing a limousine.

All that is needed is an 18-year-old ID
and no felony conviction. In contrast,
you have to be 21 to get a handgun.
Amazingly, there is no regulation of
secondhand assault weapons.

Some of the weapons used at Col-
umbine High School were bought at a
gun show. Let us fill this loophole and
keep the weapons of war off our streets
and out of our schools.
f

WIC

(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of the Special Supplemental
Nutrition Program for Women, Infants
and Children, better known as WIC, a
program that has been providing short-
term, low-cost preventive health serv-
ices to young families who are at risk
due to low income or nutritionally-re-
lated health conditions for 25 years.

Studies have shown that pregnant
women who participate in WIC have
longer pregnancies leading to fewer
premature births, have fewer low-birth-
weight babies, experience few infant
deaths, and seek prenatal care earlier
in their pregnancy.

And when I say it is cost effective,
let me point out some real numbers to
my colleagues. It costs $22,000 a pound
to raise a low or very low-birth-weight
baby to normal weight, costs that are
often covered by Medicaid. It costs
only $40 per pound to provide WIC pre-
natal benefits. These figures show that
WIC is making a real difference.

I want to thank those who have made
the program a success and wish WIC a
happy 25th birthday.
f

TAX REFORM

(Mr. DEMINT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, I recently
received a letter from Tori Smith, a
senior at Dorman High School in
Spartanburg, South Carolina. She
wrote:

I think you take out entirely too much
money for tax. That is my dad’s money. He
worked for it, not you, he should keep it all
for himself. Also, young teenagers who have
part-time jobs, trying to make a little spend-
ing money pay taxes too. I do not think you
should take taxes from us until we are 18.
That is my opinion, which should count.

Well, Tori, your opinion does count.
And Mr. Speaker, she is exactly right.
That is their money and they deserve
to keep a lot more of it. They should
not be punished for working hard for
some extra money or saving for col-
lege.

On behalf of young women like Tori
and the students at Dorman High
School, I ask my colleagues to find the
courage to reduce taxes and get rid of
the oppressive Tax Code. Let us say,
enough is enough. Let us replace it
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with a national sales tax that rewards
hard work and allows these young peo-
ple to make their dreams come true.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Tori for writing
me. I believe we are on the way to giv-
ing her a more secure future.

f

APPOINTMENT AS MEMBER TO
COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Without objection, and pur-
suant to section 2(b) of Public Law 98–
183, and upon the recommendation of
the minority leader, the Chair an-
nounces the Speaker’s appointment of
the following member to the Commis-
sion on Civil Rights on the part of the
House, effective May 4, 1999, to fill the
existing vacancy thereon:

Mr. Christopher F. Edley, Jr., Cam-
bridge, Massachusetts.

There was no objection.

f

REAPPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS TO
NATIONAL SKILL STANDARDS
BOARD

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, and pursuant to section
503(b)(3) of the National Skill Stand-
ards Act of 1994, (20 U.S.C. 5933) and
upon the recommendation of the mi-
nority leader, the Chair announces the
Speaker’s reappointment of the fol-
lowing members to the National Skill
Standards Board on the part of the
House for a 4-year term:

Ms. Carolyn Warner, Phoenix, Ari-
zona; and

Mr. George Bliss, Washington, D.C.
There was no objection.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the provisions of clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair announces that he will
postpone further proceedings today on
motions to suspend the rules on which
a recorded vote or the yeas and nays
are ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.

If a recorded vote is ordered on House
Concurrent Resolution 84, relating to
the Disabilities Education Act; House
Concurrent Resolution 88, relating to
the Pell Grant Program; or House Res-
olution 157, relating to teacher appre-
ciation, those votes will be taken after
debate has concluded on those motions.

If a recorded vote is ordered on any
remaining motion, those votes will be
postponed until tomorrow.

f

URGING CONGRESS AND PRESI-
DENT TO FULLY FUND INDIVID-
UALS WITH DISABILITIES EDU-
CATION ACT

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 84)
urging the Congress and the President
to fully fund the Federal Government’s
obligation under the Individuals With

Disabilities Education Act, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES 84

Whereas all children deserve a quality edu-
cation, including children with disabilities;

Whereas Pennsylvania Association for Re-
tarded Children v. Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania, 334 F. Supp. 1247 (E. Dist. Pa. 1971),
and Mills v. Board of Education of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, 348 F. Supp. 866 (Dist. D.
C. 1972), found that children with disabilities
are guaranteed an equal opportunity to an
education under the 14th amendment to the
Constitution;

Whereas the Congress responded to these
court decisions by passing the Education for
All Handicapped Children Act of 1975 (en-
acted as Public Law 94–142), now known as
the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et seq.), to ensure a free,
appropriate public education for children
with disabilities;

Whereas the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act provides that the Federal,
State, and local governments are to share in
the expense of educating children with dis-
abilities and commits the Federal Govern-
ment to pay up to 40 percent of the national
average per pupil expenditure for children
with disabilities;

Whereas the Federal Government has pro-
vided only 9, 11, and 12 percent of the max-
imum State grant allocation for educating
children with disabilities under the Individ-
uals with Disabilities Education Act in the
last 3 years, respectively;

Whereas the national average cost of edu-
cating a special education student ($13,323) is
more than twice the national average per
pupil cost ($6,140);

Whereas research indicates that children
who are effectively taught, including effec-
tive instruction aimed at acquiring literacy
skills, and who receive positive early inter-
ventions demonstrate academic progress,
and are significantly less likely to be re-
ferred to special education;

Whereas the high cost of educating chil-
dren with disabilities and the Federal Gov-
ernment’s failure to fully meet its obligation
under the Individuals with Disabilities Edu-
cation Act stretches limited State and local
education funds, creating difficulty in pro-
viding a quality education to all students,
including children with disabilities;

Whereas, if the appropriation for part B of
the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act (20 U.S.C. 1411 et seq.) exceeds
$4,924,672,200 for a fiscal year, the State fund-
ing formula will shift from one based solely
on the number of children with disabilities
in the State to one based on 85 percent of the
children ages 3 to 21 living in the State and
15 percent based on children living in pov-
erty in the State, enabling States to under-
take good practices for addressing the learn-
ing needs of more children in the regular
education classroom and reduce over identi-
fication of children who may not need to be
referred to special education;

Whereas the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act has been successful in achiev-
ing significant increases in the number of
children with disabilities who receive a free,
appropriate public education;

Whereas the current level of Federal fund-
ing to States and localities under the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act is
contrary to the goal of ensuring that chil-
dren with disabilities receive a quality edu-
cation; and

Whereas the Federal Government has
failed to appropriate 40 percent of the na-
tional average per pupil expenditure per
child with a disability as required under the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act

to assist States and localities to educate
children with disabilities: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That—

(1) the Congress and the President—
(A) should, working within the constraints

of the balanced budget agreement, give pro-
grams under the Individuals with Disabil-
ities Education Act (20 U.S.C. 1400 et seq.)
the highest priority among Federal elemen-
tary and secondary education programs by
meeting the commitment to fund the max-
imum State grant allocation for educating
children with disabilities under such Act
prior to authorizing or appropriating funds
for any new education initiative; and

(B) should meet the commitment described
in subparagraph (A) while retaining the com-
mitment to fund existing Federal education
programs that increase student achievement;
and

(2) if a local educational agency chooses to
utilize the authority under section
613(a)(2)(C)(i) of the Individuals with Disabil-
ities Education Act to treat as local funds up
to 20 percent of the amount of funds the
agency receives under part B of such Act
that exceeds the amount it received under
that part for the previous fiscal year, then
the agency should use those local funds to
provide additional funding for any Federal,
State, or local education program.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GOODLING) and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. GOODLING).

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

(Mr. GOODLING asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, this is
an old topic for me, 25 years, speaking
on the same subject, trying to encour-
age the Congress to put their money
where their mouth was 24 years ago,
when school districts were promised
that if they participated in the Federal
Individuals With Disabilities Edu-
cation Act they would receive 40 per-
cent of the excess cost in order to fund
special education programs to educate
a child with a disability, which may be
two, three, five, ten, twenty times
greater than to educate a non-disabled
student.

Obviously, that was not done. We got
up to 6 percent. In the last 3 years, for-
tunately, we have been able to get huge
increases, which gets us all the way up
to 12 percent. And, hopefully, by the
end of this year, it will be 15 percent,
and we still have a long way to go.

What does it mean when we do not
fund what we promised? It means that
the local school districts must raise
millions of dollars in order to fund a
mandate that came from the Federal
level, a mandate if they decided to par-
ticipate.

I realize that no matter how much
money we put up, we can never fully
fund even our 40 percent unless we deal
with the number of people who are
placed in special education programs,
many of which only have a reading
problem and, therefore, really should
not be there.
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I hope that some of the early child-

hood programs that we have put into
effect on the Federal level will help
eliminate those who get into special ed
simply because of those reading prob-
lems.

So, again, I am here today asking, as
I have asked every year for 25 years,
for Congress and the President to put
their money where their mouth was be-
fore we talk about funding new pro-
grams.

Center cities particularly stand to
get all sorts of money to deal with
pupil-teacher ratio, to deal with main-
tenance of their buildings. All we have
to do is get that 40 percent of excess
costs back to those local school dis-
tricts and then they can help all stu-
dents. That is what this is all about,
helping all students, not pitting one
against another.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to bring House
Concurrent Resolution 84 to the Floor. This
Concurrent Resolution urges full funding of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
(IDEA) before creating and funding any new
education initiatives. The co-sponsors and I
believe that the Federal government cannot
continue to ignore the commitment it made
over 24 years ago to children with disabilities.

At the time IDEA was first enacted, Con-
gress committed that the Federal government
would provide States and local school districts
with 40% of the average per pupil expenditure
to assist with the excess costs of educating
students with disabilities. Where are we on
that commitment? We are at 12% and it is this
high only because Republicans have insisted
and fought for increased Federal funds for
IDEA. Since Republicans took over control of
Congress in 1995, funding for IDEA has risen
over 85%.

Failing to live up to our IDEA funding com-
mitment fails our students, parents, schools,
and communities.

Where do we stand on IDEA spending right
now? Here’s what we know about the Presi-
dent’s thoughts on IDEA funding. Under his
budget request, President Clinton wants to cut
spending for students with disabilities from
$702 per child in FY 1999 to $688 per child
in FY 2000. We also know Secretary of Edu-
cation Riley’s top priorities. According to an ar-
ticle in the Washington Post of April 20, 1999,
increasing funding for IDEA does not make
the top three priorities of the Department.

The Committee on Education and the Work-
force stated its funding priority quite clearly. In
a bipartisan vote of 38–4, the Committee ap-
proved this resolution to give IDEA programs
the highest priority among Federal elementary
and secondary education programs.

What will giving IDEA the highest priority in
Federal funding for K–12 education programs
do for students and schools? It will allow
schools to increase and improve services for
all students, including students with disabil-
ities.

Meeting the Federal IDEA funding commit-
ment benefits every student by allowing the
local school to fund the services needed by all
students—everyone wins. Once the Federal
government begins to pay its fair share under
IDEA, local schools will no longer be forced to
redirect local funds to cover the unpaid Fed-
eral share. Local funds will be freed up, allow-
ing local schools to hire and train high-quality

teachers, reduce class size, build and ren-
ovate classrooms, and invest in technology.

Every student will benefit, regardless of
whether the student receives services under
Title I, limited English proficiency programs, or
IDEA.

We must fully fund IDEA before Washington
creates new education programs. We do not
need to spend our limited education resources
on new, unproven Federal programs. Let’s first
live up to the promises we made over 24
years ago and fund a program that we know
works.

House Concurrent Resolution 84 urges Con-
gress to fully fund IDEA while maintaining its
commitment to existing Federal education pro-
grams. We do not want to take funds from the
Federal education programs currently serving
students. However, year in and year out under
both Democrat and Republican control, Con-
gress must set priorities and we believe that
funding the federal commitment to IDEA must
come before funding new untested programs.

We can both ensure that children with dis-
abilities receive a free and appropriate public
education and ensure that all children have
the best education possible if we just provide
fair Federal funding for special education.

I urge everyone to support this important
concurrent Resolution. Congress must fulfill its
commitment to assist States and localities with
educating children with disabilities.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to say at the be-
ginning of my remarks that I am going
to support this resolution.

However, the resolution that is be-
fore the House today is not as simple
as it may seem. Unfortunately, this
resolution tends to place the needs of
disabled children and nondisabled chil-
dren in conflict rather than to seek to
recognize our commitment to all chil-
dren.

Full funding for the Individuals With
Disabilities Education Act is a goal
which is vitally important to the edu-
cation of the disabled children of our
Nation and one that I have been com-
mitted to since I arrived in Congress 23
years ago. We need to provide 40 per-
cent of the excess cost of educating a
child with a disability, and this should
be done and this should be one of our
top priorities for Federal education
funding.

In fact, as my chairman, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. GOOD-
LING) knows, I have joined him and
many other of my colleagues in de-
manding additional funding for special
education so we can meet this goal now
rather than later.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. GOODLING) has been a real and
long time leader for full funding of
IDEA. I can recall several years ago,
when we both served on the Committee
on the Budget, the courage he took to
be the one Member over there who
joined me in trying to secure more
funding for this program.

Supporting the needs of disabled chil-
dren and providing them with a chance
to become productive, participating

members of society is extremely im-
portant, and there has been no greater
champion than myself in this issue.

In fact, many years before the pas-
sage of 94–142, I, as one of its principal
authors, helped enact Michigan’s spe-
cial education law. My commitment
and experience in this issue has
spanned three decades of my career in
public service, and I understand and
support the need to fully fund IDEA.

However, in our desire to provide full
funding for IDEA, we should not do so
at the expense of other Federal edu-
cation programs or pit the needs of dis-
abled children against those of non-
disabled children. The resolution which
we are considering today tends to do
that, accentuate the politics of division
rather than recognizing what has be-
come a bipartisan goal, the full funding
of IDEA.

The issue of IDEA funding is not a
Democratic or Republican concern.
There has been strong bipartisan sup-
port for substantial increases in fund-
ing for IDEA in recent appropriations
bills, and I strongly believe this will
continue.

In the past 3 years we have provided
sizable increases for both IDEA and
other Federal education initiatives,
recognizing the need to build a total
Federal commitment to education.
IDEA alone has received over $1.5 bil-
lion in additional funding since 1996.
The growth and funding for all Federal
education programs that have a posi-
tive effect on student achievement
should be the goal we set our sights on
regardless of party or parochial inter-
est.

It is my hope that we commit our-
selves to the spirit of cooperation on
the issue of educational funding.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. HILL).

Mr. HILL of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for yielding me
the time.

Mr. Speaker, I want to draw the at-
tention of my colleagues to this head-
line. It says they are going to cut 60
non-tenured positions in my home-
town, in my hometown paper.

The reason for that is that we are
going to have to increase classroom
size and reduce our gifted and talented
programs because we cannot access
dollars from any of the other Federal
education programs. Specifically, we
cannot access the dollars from the
President’s new initiative for new
teachers and smaller classes. And that
is a problem with our existing school
funding programs.

So what we can do? What we can do
is fully fund special education, living
up to the commitment that Congress
has made. What happens if we do that?
First of all, it is going to take the pres-
sure off of local taxpayers in my home
State, property taxpayers. But, more
important than that, it will provide
more funding for the general fund
budget for education.
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By underfunding special education,

we are forcing schools to go take
money from their general education
account and put it into their special
education account.

b 1430

By fully funding special education,
we will reverse that process. It will ad-
dress the area of greatest uncertainty
and the area of greatest cost to most of
our school districts. I would urge my
colleagues to support this resolution.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY).

(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, like so
many of all of my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle, I am hearing con-
stantly from parents and educators at
home about the importance of meeting
the Federal commitment to fund the
Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act, IDEA. Parents of children with
special needs are absolutely frantic
about their children’s access to public
education. They often feel like the
schools are giving them the runaround,
but schools are equally as worried
about having the resources to do the
job that they need to do. And the par-
ents of students without special needs
are more than fearful because they be-
lieve that special needs students are
taking precious resources away from
their children.

This cannot continue. Congress must
step up to our responsibility, and we
should do it this year while the econ-
omy is good and we have a surplus. If
we cannot do it now, we never will.

But we should not be pitting one edu-
cation program against another as this
particular resolution does. When we do
that, we pit students against students,
parents against schools, and we pit
schools against each other.

However, there is a way that we can
in this Congress meet the Federal com-
mitment to fund IDEA. We can do this
while continuing our support for other
important education programs. We can
do this by using some of the funds that
have been set aside under the Repub-
licans’ balanced budget agreement for
tax cuts to fund IDEA.

The balanced budget agreement sets
aside $778 billion for a 10-year tax cut.
We would only need $11 billion addi-
tional in funds to fully fund IDEA this
year.

When this resolution was marked up
in the committee, I offered an amend-
ment that urged Congress to fund
IDEA before funding tax cuts. It lost
on a partisan vote. 100 percent of the
Democrats voted for it; 100 percent of
the Republicans voted against it.

While I realize that no amendment
can be considered on the floor this
afternoon, I do want to point out that
we can fully fund IDEA and we can do
it without taking away from other edu-
cation programs. Once again, I urge my
colleagues to put education for our

children with disabilities before tax
cuts. Work with me. We can fully fund
IDEA without taking funds from other
important education programs.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. BLUNT).

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. Speaker, as I go
around my district in southwest Mis-
souri and ask school administrators or
teachers what is their biggest problem
with the Federal Government, I always
get the same answer, IDEA. And so now
I ask what is their second biggest prob-
lem with the Federal Government, and
I get a variety of answers, but there is
no question their biggest challenge is
in the way IDEA is funded, the way
IDEA is administered, the way that the
rules and regulations are set up.

We cannot do anything today about
the administration and the rules and
regulations. That needs to be in an-
other, bigger debate later. It needs to
happen. But we can do something
about the funding.

In 1974, when this program was con-
ceptualized and put into law, Congress
said they would pay 40 percent of the
cost. Twenty years later, we were pay-
ing 6 percent of the cost. In the last 4
years, we have been able to double
that, to 12 percent, so we are headed in
the right direction. But we need to
keep our word.

This is about the Federal Govern-
ment, not just conceptualizing some
new obligation but paying their share
and keeping their commitment to
make those programs work.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. ROEMER) a member of the com-
mittee.

(Mr. ROEMER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KIL-
DEE) for yielding me this time.

I want to, first of all, preface my
comments by indicating to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. GOOD-
LING) that I intend to vote for this res-
olution. I believe that there has been a
sufficient gap between what the Fed-
eral Government has promised with re-
spect to funding individuals with dis-
abilities and what we have actually
paid for.

When I am in town meetings in my
home State of Indiana, IDEA problems
come up over and over and over again.
Concerned parents, very upset about
getting their children a sufficient and
fair education, getting their children
opportunities to learn in the classroom
and having the Federal Government
come through with the funding. So I
will support the Goodling resolution.

There has also been a three-part se-
ries on the difficulties in special edu-
cation done by the Washington Post
here in Washington, D.C. I would ask
at the appropriate time unanimous
consent for these articles to be entered
into the RECORD to show that we need
to do more in special education.

But I do have two concerns about
this resolution. One is that we do not
pay for this resolution by taking
money away from other good education
programs, that we need to fund Head
Start, that we need to fund Pell grants,
that we need to make sure that we are
not taking money away from edu-
cation. And this should come from the
Republican 10 percent across-the-board
tax cut that everybody knows is not
going to be out there, anyway.

And, secondly, I just end on the note
of, there was a battle cry in 1988 of
‘‘Where’s the Beef?’’ Where is the sub-
stance? This is a resolution. This does
not mean anything yet. Let us get a
bill. Where is the bill? Let us go for-
ward with a bill that funds IDEA for
our children and for our parents.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, it is
interesting sometimes that we do not
read the legislation since it says,
‘‘should meet the commitment de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) while re-
taining the commitment to fund exist-
ing Federal education programs.’’

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CAS-
TLE), the chairman of the sub-
committee.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time. I also rise in support of H. Con.
Res. 84, the Individuals with Disabil-
ities Act.

Let me tell Members that the meat is
there now. The bottom line is that we
are obligated by statute to pay 40 per-
cent of the education of those with dis-
abilities in this country. We have un-
fortunately in this Congress over the
years not gotten anywhere near that
level. In fact, we are probably about 11
percent right now with about a $14 bil-
lion deficit that we have to make up.

Some people have gotten up and they
have said, and I can understand it and
I do not disagree with this, that we
cannot do this at the expense of other
programs. I will tell my colleagues
that we will not do it at the expense of
other programs. I am talking about
Federal programs.

But if we paid that money into the
local governments, into the local
school districts, then they would be
able to free up the money which they
presently have to build schools, to hire
more teachers and to help with all of
the other programs, because they are
funding the deficit which we created by
mandating that they do this. We have
an obligation to educate everybody in
America if we possibly can. This legis-
lation would do it. We should pass it.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Ms. RIVERS).

(Ms. RIVERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. RIVERS. Mr. Speaker, Clement
Atlee once said, ‘‘Democracy means
government by discussion, but it is
only effective if you can stop people
from talking.’’ I agree.

Mr. Speaker, it is time to stop talk-
ing about special education funding. It
is time to do something.
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In 1972, the Federal Government did

the right thing by enacting a national
guarantee for education for special
needs children. Before this action, far
too many handicapped children never
saw the inside of a schoolhouse.

As someone who served on a local
board of education for nearly a decade,
I know the positive impact of the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education
Act. But as someone who struggled to
pass local school district budgets, I
also know that the Federal Govern-
ment has never come close to funding
at the promised level of 40 percent. In
fact, it has been mentioned before, we
barely reached 12 percent. In fact, the
National Association of State Boards
of Education point out that under-
funding since the day the bill was
passed totals $146 billion that was
promised to local public schools over
the last 22 years that was never deliv-
ered upon.

Schools need real help, not rhetorical
soothing, real help. This proposal, the
one we have before us, will not do any-
thing. It is a sense of Congress, an
opinion without the force of law. A
sense of Congress will not pay teachers’
salaries. It will not buy textbooks. It
will not put school buses on the street.
In short, it will not address any of the
very real financial pressures facing
America’s schools every day.

This has been an issue for me from
the beginning of my time in Congress.
I have introduced bills and amend-
ments to fully fund IDEA to the prom-
ised 40 percent. It is highly ironic to
me that those proposals have repeat-
edly been voted down or tabled, in
some cases, by Members who are today
promoting what is no more than a reaf-
firmation of the 1972 promise.

Someone mentioned earlier, where is
the real bill? Here is the real bill. I will
soon be introducing this bill to fund
IDEA at the promised 40 percent. I
would invite every Member who has
taken to the floor today to talk about
the importance of meeting this obliga-
tion to actually act and become a co-
sponsor. I would invite all Members
who recognize the value of IDEA and
the value of keeping promises to join
me in cosponsoring this bill.

This is real action, not soothing rhet-
oric, real action. Mr. Speaker, it is
time to stop talking about special edu-
cation.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
30 seconds to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN).

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise in
support of this measure. I commend
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the
chairman of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, in his efforts
to obtain full funding for individuals
with disabilities.

In adopting this measure back in
1975, IDEA, Congress required the Fed-

eral, State and local governments to
share the cost of educating children
with disabilities. When enacted, the
Federal Government was to assume 40
percent of the national average per
pupil. It was never done. We need to
fund this properly. We are only funding
it for 11 percent this year. It is time we
acted. I urge my colleagues to support
this measure.

Mr. Speaker. I rise today in support of H.
Con. Res. 84 and I commend the gentleman
from Pennsylvania, the Chairman of the Edu-
cation and Workforce Committee, Mr. GOOD-
LING and his efforts to obtain full funding for
the individuals With Disabilities Act (IDEA).

In adopting IDEA in 1975, Congress re-
quired the Federal, State and local govern-
ments to share the cost of educating children
with disabilities. When enacted, the Federal
Government was to assume 40 percent of the
national average per pupil expense for such
children.

While Congress has authorized this amount
since 1982, the appropriation has never come
close to the stated goal of 40 percent. Last
year, it reached the highest level ever at 12
percent and now the President has requested
that the program be cut to 11 percent for fiscal
year 2000.

The result has been an enormous unfunded
mandate on State and local school systems to
absorb the cost of educating students with dis-
abilities. In doing so, local school districts
must divert funding away form other students
and education activities. This has had the un-
fortunate effect of draining school budgets, de-
creasing the quality of education and unfairly
burdening the taxpayers. Local school districts
are spending as much as 20 percent of their
budgets to fund IDEA.

Since 1995, educational funding levels have
jumped 85 percent and have demonstrated
Congress’ commitment to help States and
local school districts provide public education
to children with disabilities. It is now time for
this Congress to make good on its promise to
fully fund IDEA at 40 percent. We can no
longer let the States try to make up the dif-
ference between the funds they have been
promised and the funds that they actually re-
ceive.

In my district, the schools are definitely feel-
ing the negative effects of the lack of IDEA
funding. East Ramapo School District in Rock-
land County should receive $2.04 million for
IDEA but according to 1995 figures, they only
saw $398,000. That is a difference of $1.6 mil-
lion. Similarly, the Middletown City School Dis-
trict in Orange County was expecting $1.6 mil-
lion but actually only saw $316,000. A dif-
ference of $1.3 million.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for the Congress to
show that they are truly committed to our Na-
tion’s children’s education. By fully funding
IDEA, Congress will simultaneously ease the
burden on local school budgets while ensuring
that students with disabilities receive the same
quality of education as their nondisabled coun-
terparts.

Once the Federal Government begins to
pay its fair share, local funds will be available
for school districts to hire more teachers, re-
duce class size, invest in technology and even
lower local property taxes for our constituents.

I proudly stand here today in support of H.
Con. Res. 84 and I hope that this Congress
will keep its word and fully fund the Individuals
With Disability Act.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. TIERNEY), a member of
the committee.

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Michigan for yield-
ing me this time.

I want to thank the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GOODLING), the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE)
and other members of the committee
for bringing forth legislation which
will in fact put more Federal funding
and more emphasis on education. The
presentation of this resolution marks
an acknowledgment that all aspects of
government, Federal, State and local,
must step up to the plate and support
education.

What is particularly notable is that
the majority, which in the past has not
been willing to do that, which has in
fact been stepping back and saying
that the Federal Government should
get out of education, now is stepping
forward and agreeing with us that, in
fact, we all must participate.

The Constitution is what obligates
people to fund IDEA. There is not a
Federal legislative mandate. The Con-
stitution told States that they have
the obligation to fund this program,
and the Federal Government stepped
forward and made an offer to assist,
and we said we would do it to the ex-
tent that we could, hopefully up to 40
percent.

We are moving toward that goal.
This resolution entitles us to move
even more so forward. But in no way
should we be pitting one education pro-
gram against another. We still need
more teachers and smaller classrooms.
We need more technology. And we need
more teacher development. We need to
make sure that we do this.

I thank the chairman for accepting
the language into this bill that says
that local communities that have funds
freed up by virtue of additional Federal
funding must keep that money in edu-
cational programs so that in fact Fed-
eral, State and local governments all
participate in smaller classrooms,
more teachers, teacher development,
technology and all the needs of edu-
cation.

b 1445
Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I can only say it was

awful lonely for 20 years in the minor-
ity trying to get some funding for
IDEA.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON), another subcommittee chair.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker I would
like to join my colleagues in support of
H. Con. Res. 84 which calls on the
President and Congress to fulfill our
obligation to our Nation’s neediest
children, those with disabilities.

In my home State of California, the
cost of educating an estimated 600,000
children with disabilities is a stag-
gering $3.4 billion, but the Federal Gov-
ernment contributes only $400 million,
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which translates to only 11.7 percent of
the total cost. I believe before we look
at creating new programs with new
Washington mandates we need to en-
sure that the Federal Government lives
up to the promises it made to the stu-
dents, parents and schools over 2 dec-
ades ago.

Mr. Speaker, I am not the only one
who thinks so. I recently met with all
of the superintendents in my district.
Each and every one of them stated that
we must increase funding for IDEA be-
fore we create a new Federal program.
If the President would first fund a spe-
cial education mandate, our States and
local school districts would have the
funds to do the things the President
proposes.

This Congress will continue to work
to provide fair Federal funding for spe-
cial education so in the end we can im-
prove education for all our children,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mr. BALLENGER), another
subcommittee chair.

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, in
our markup we heard from the Demo-
crats that this bill, if enacted, would
rob Peter to pay Paul. A more accurate
way for the Democrats to look at this
resolution is from the perspective of
paying what we promised Paul before
we begin to give new money and make
other promises to Peter. We simply
cannot neglect the fact that we prom-
ised to help pay for the education of
these special-needs children and put
scarce funds into other programs that
do not have the same mandate.

It is also important to note that if
the Federal Government had begun
funding IDEA appropriately, schools
would have more State and local
money freed up to handle local school
demands like teacher/pupil ratios and
school construction.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MARTINEZ), a member of the
committee.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, as my
colleagues know, I was listening to the
debate, and I had not really planned to
speak on this, but I think we lose touch
with reality here.

Now the reality is that the responsi-
bility for educating these children is
really not the Federal Government’s; it
is the local school district’s responsi-
bility.

The reason that the Federal Govern-
ment got into it at all was because
there was a court case brought that
proved that the local people were not
educating those children with disabil-
ities because it was so much more ex-
pensive to do so.

Now I understand that. So when the
Federal Government got into it, they
made a commitment that they would
fund 40 percent of that extra cost of
educating these children with disabil-
ities. I do not like to call it disabil-
ities; I think it is more challenges to
them. It is disabilities in our mind, Mr.
Speaker.

But the fact is that when we did, we
made that commitment, and, like a lot
of people here, I have felt badly that we
have never lived up to that commit-
ment. But we never lived up to the
commitment of full funding Head Start
or full funding a lot of other programs
that are doing equally responsible jobs.

But remember this, that the respon-
sibility for educating children lies at
the local level. Our colleagues on the
other side constantly remind us of
that, that that responsibility lies there
so the decisions should be made there.
So how about the decisions to funding
the cost of educating these children?
They did not want to make that deci-
sion, so we made it for them. We said
that they will educate those children.

Then I think magnanimously we of-
fered to fund 40 percent of it. Now all of
a sudden that becomes a burden to us.
Not that I disagree with the fact that
we ought to live up to that commit-
ment because we made it; because we
do not want to be people who go back
on promises as elected officials and
leaders of the communities.

So, Mr. Speaker, I agree with the
idea, and I will vote for the resolution,
but I am really disturbed by the con-
stant reference to the fact that some-
how or another this is the Federal gov-
ernment’s responsibility. It is a respon-
sibility the government has accepted
for itself, but originally it was not. It
was local.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Correcting the facts, yes, the court
said all will be educated. However the
Federal Government said: Do it our
way and we will give you 40 percent of
excess costs.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New Hampshire (Mr.
BASS).

(Mr. BASS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BASS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in sup-
port of the resolution before us today
which is essentially the same as one
which I introduced last year which
passed by voice vote, and I certainly
hope we have a recorded vote on this
resolution this time, and I would like
to say that I support it for four rea-
sons:

Number one, it is plain good edu-
cation policy to provide full funding
for special education.

Secondly, it is meeting the worst un-
funded federal mandate that this gov-
ernment currently has, 10 percent of a
40 percent obligation. Bearing in mind
that it is up from 5 percent 4 years ago,
still 10 percent is not acceptable.

Thirdly, it is an issue of local con-
trol, local control of education, letting
local school boards make decisions for
themselves whether they are going to
have new teachers, build new class-
rooms or spend the money on other
areas. The Federal Government should
make this a top priority.

Lastly, this is an issue that is ex-
tremely important for disabled individ-

uals, for families, for school boards, for
administrators.

If my colleagues want to do some-
thing for education in 1999, support
this resolution, and then move forward
and fully fund special education.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Maine
(Mr. BALDACCI).

(Mr. BALDACCI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BALDACCI. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the ranking member and the
chairman for bringing this resolution
to the floor.

I am a strong supporter of the Indi-
viduals with Disability Education Act
or IDEA. I strongly agree that every
child deserves the opportunity to ben-
efit from a public education. We must
do all that we can to ensure that every
child reaches his or her fullest poten-
tial, but we also must recognize the
tremendous cost of this endeavor.

In fact, the cost of educating a dis-
abled student is on average more than
twice the cost of educating a non-
disabled student. If our schools are
truly to serve all students, the Federal
Government must increase its commit-
ment to IDEA funding.

When it was first passed, Congress
committed to spending 40 percent of
the cost. However, the Federal Govern-
ment has consistently fallen far short
of this goal. As a result, special edu-
cation costs continue to rise, and we
fall further behind. Currently we fund
less than 12 percent of the cost, leaving
State and local governments to pick up
the rest.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution dem-
onstrates Congress’ commitment to
stand behind our promise. It shows
that we recognize the impact that spe-
cial education costs are having on our
State and local budgets and that we
are committed to providing leadership
and resources for our schools and their
students.

Let me give my colleagues just one
example of a city in Maine. Lewiston
schools currently receive about $233,000
in special education funding. If we were
meeting our 40 percent commitment
currently, Lewiston schools would be
receiving nearly $1.2 million, a dif-
ference of $1 million. Imagine the im-
pact that freeing up $1 million for
other educational needs could have on
the education of all of Lewiston’s
young people, and then multiply that
across every school and every district
in the State of Maine, in every school
district in the country.

As I traveled throughout my district,
this is probably the concern I hear
most frequently:

School budgets are rising and taking
property tax rates with them.

I am often told that schools have to
cut art and music programs, eliminate
field trips and cancel extracurricula. I
know that this situation is the same
throughout the country

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN).
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,

I thank the gentleman for yielding this
time to me, and I thank him for his
leadership on IDEA and for his help to
our States and the children that they
are trying to educate.

Mr. Speaker I have spoken with our
Governor, Christie Todd Whitman, in
New Jersey about what fully funding
IDEA would mean to my State.

In New Jersey alone there are over
210,000 students in special education
programs. According to our Governor,
if the Federal Government paid its full
40 percent share last year, the State
would have received an additional $300
million to pay for these children’s edu-
cation.

Our States are paying too great of an
amount of our government’s legal obli-
gation to IDEA with money that other-
wise could be spent to hire additional
teachers, expand or maintain school fa-
cilities, pay for athletics or extra-
curricular activities. Mr. Speaker,
until we pay our existing mandates, we
should not consider paying for any new
and expensive programs, any new enti-
tlements.

I support this resolution, and I urge
all of my colleagues to do the same.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. NUSSLE).

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding this time to
me, and I want to thank him and the
committee for their support and for
their work toward the fulfillment of a
commitment that has been made by
the Federal Government to fully fund
special education made many years
ago. It was a beautiful civil rights law
saying every child ought to have access
to education, and yet that beautiful
law has been consistently underfunded
ever since.

Mr. Speaker, that puts pressure on
local taxes, that puts pressure on local
control of education. It puts pressure
on local control, it puts pressure on
other education programs, general edu-
cation programs, talented and gifted
programs, and it puts cross pressure in
a way that is totally unintended for
the very people that we are trying to
help.

For Iowa alone it would mean $80
million of additional funds for the kids,
for the programs that make sure that
Iowa’s children are available and ready
to learn, ready to meet the commit-
ments of a continuing and growing eco-
nomic demands for those kids, Mr.
Speaker.

Let us not have new programs, Mr.
Speaker. Let us fulfill our commitment
to the existing programs first.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, what we have before us
today is really a get well card, and it is
a very nice get well card.

If I have a friend who is ill, I will
send my friend a get well card, and
that is very important. It expresses my
sentiment and my hope for him. But
what my friend really needs, besides

that get well card, is the Blue Cross
card to pay the bills, and that is why
the Committee on the Budget and Com-
mittee on Appropriations could do a
much better job. Mr. Speaker, we will
solicit our colleagues’ support over
there to get money for that Blue Cross
card, send a get well card which is nice,
but it does not do enough.

So I am going to vote for this be-
cause it is an encouraging, hopeful get
well card. But upon receipt of that we
must do more, and I would hope that
each and every one of my colleagues
over there would encourage the Com-
mittee on the Budget, encourage the
Committee on Appropriations and in-
deed encourage the Committee on
Ways and Means to do its job.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KILDEE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Iowa.

Mr. NUSSLE. Mr. Speaker, is the
gentleman from Michigan aware that
the Committee on the Budget put an
extra billion dollars in the House pro-
posal for special education this year to
fund IDEA? I do not know if the gen-
tleman voted for that, but that was an
important priority from the Com-
mittee on the Budget. We did hear
that. We were not trying to send just a
get well card. We wanted to try and
fully fund those programs, and we did
not get a lot of support from the gen-
tleman’s side. That concerns us.

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, to the
gentleman from Iowa: I served on the
Committee on the Budget very well. I
know how the Committee on the Budg-
et relates to the Committee on Appro-
priations. I referred to three commit-
tees. The real legislative committees
here are the Committee on Appropria-
tions and the Committee on Ways and
Means, and they hold in their hands
really the hope for any of these pro-
grams. If the Committee on Ways and
Means cuts revenue, that makes it
more difficult for us to fund these pro-
grams. Unless the Committee on Ap-
propriations acts, these funds will not
be appropriated.

So they are the ones who really con-
trol that Blue Cross card we are debat-
ing.

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. KILDEE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Indiana.

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I think
the gentleman from Michigan in trying
to answer the inquiry from the gen-
tleman from Iowa is also saying that
we have a billion dollars in our budget
and we are really concerned about
these physically challenged kids and
their families, where is the bill? Where
is the beef? Where is the money?

Now we are going to vote on this side
for this resolution, but where is the
bill, the statutory authority, to follow
through on what they said in their
budget to provide funds for these fami-
lies and these children?

b 1500
We are going to get a Pell grant reso-

lution, which I intend to vote for. We

will do a resolution maybe on our
teachers, which I intend to vote for,
but I would hope that the Republican
majority would come forward with a
bill that we can debate that is fairly
paid for and not just a resolution that
does not have any money in it.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 30 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, I will say where the
beef is. The beef is where we put it the
last 3 years while we were in the ma-
jority. $800 million one year, $600 mil-
lion the next year, another $500 million
the next year for a total of almost $2
billion over 3 years, not where it was
for 20 years prior to that when I sat in
the minority where we got zero, zero,
zero and the majority was over-
whelming at that particular time.

So we are putting the beef there. We
know where the beef is, and we are get-
ting it there, and we are getting it out
to the children who can eat that beef.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New York (Mr.
FORBES).

(Mr. FORBES asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H. Con. Res. 84; and I would
reiterate what the chairman has just
said. Under the Democrats, we did not
get any increases in this program, a
valuable program that is working. It is
working in this country. And I appre-
ciate the leadership of the chairman in
the last 25 years trying to raise the
consciousness of this Congress to ade-
quately fund this program.

We are asking our States to come up
with better standards for our students,
and they are doing that. In my own
State of New York, they have raised
the standards, which were already high
standards.

Where are they getting the money?
Where are they going to get the
money? In New York State alone, we
are $581 million short of this Federal
mandate. This Federal mandate is ask-
ing my school districts to come up
with the extra money. And who pays?
The property taxpayer.

This is a Federal mandate. It should
be fully funded at the 40 percent that
Congress dictated over 25 years ago. In
my own Longwood School District on
Long Island, New York, in Middle Is-
land they get $484,000 when they should
be getting $2.4 million; $1.9 million
short. I urge support.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
30 seconds to the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. WELDON).

(Mr. WELDON of Florida asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today as an original cosponsor
of H. Con. Res. 84 which would make
fully funding special education one of
the highest priorities in the Federal el-
ementary and secondary education
funding. It is imperative that we meet
the objective of paying the 40 percent
of the average per pupil expenses asso-
ciated with educating children with
disabilities.
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I encourage all my colleagues on

both sides of the aisle to not only sup-
port this resolution but as well to vote
for the funding when we do the appro-
priations bills.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois (Mrs. BIGGERT).

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of the resolution of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Chairman
GOODLING).

In 1975, IDEA, which mandated every
child, regardless of disability, would be
given a free public education, Congress
promised to fund up to 40 percent of
the cost. Mr. Speaker, Congress and
the President have not kept their part
of the bargain. Today we fund 12 per-
cent of the cost to educate children.
Twelve percent is not 40 percent.
Twelve percent is not enough.

Mr. Speaker, there are those who
would say that increased IDEA funding
will come at the expense of other high-
priority programs, but if we in Con-
gress fulfill our promise by picking up
the slack, these other educational pri-
orities will be funded on the local level,
where they belong. Illinois alone would
receive four times more than the $103
million we received last year.

I urge Members to support the reso-
lution on behalf all of our Nation’s
children.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

The beauty of this resolution is,
there are several, as a matter of fact.
First of all, the resolution says that we
do not take money from existing pro-
grams to fund this program. We heard
a lot about how we will take money
from existing programs to fund this.
Well, if one reads the resolution, it
does not do that.

Secondly, the resolution does not say
fund immediately. What it says is, con-
tinue the drive that we have had the
last 3 years. Forget the 20 years prior
to that, where nothing was done, but
continue the drive that we have had
going the last 3 years, getting two bil-
lion over the last 3 years.

Then the beauty also is we do not pit
one child against another child. As a
matter of fact, by trying to get this
money for special ed, we make sure
that we take away that battle that is
going on out there at the present time
because the local districts have to use
their money in order to fund special ed.
They must take it away from other
students. So we are giving an oppor-
tunity to help all students.

Yes, we are sending a get-well card,
the same get-well card we sent last
year; and that get-well card got us a
half a billion dollars. The same get-
well card we sent the year before, that
get-well card got us $600 million. I am
hoping that this get-well card, when
the appropriators read it, will also get
us another billion.

I would say that is a pretty good in-
vestment in a get-well card. I wish I
could get some other get-well cards
going out there that could get those

kinds of returns that our get-well cards
have gotten us in the last several
years.

I want to make sure that everybody
understands, yes, it was the Court who
determined all children deserved an
equal and a quality education. It was
the Federal Government then who
came along, as they generally do, and
said, do it our way, do it our way, and
we will give you 40 percent of that ex-
cess cost.

How attractive that is. Forty per-
cent, that is better than trying to go it
alone, but they should have known bet-
ter. They should have known that that
40 percent was just a gimmick. It was
not anything else.

Now, in the last 3 years we have
changed all of that, and we are going to
continue to change all of that because
we are going to step up to the plate as
we have the last 3 years and put our
money where our mouth was and help
all children by helping local districts
fund special education.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the op-
portunity to express my opposition to H. Con.
Res. 84, the resolution calling for full-funding
of the Individuals with Disabilities Act (IDEA).
My opposition to this act should in no way be
interpreted as opposition to increased spend-
ing on education. However, the way to accom-
plish this worthy goal is to allow parents great-
er control over education resources by cutting
taxes, thus allowing parents to devote more of
their resources to educating their children in
such a manner as they see fit. Massive tax
cuts for the American family, not increased
spending on federal programs should be this
Congress’ top priority.

The drafters of this bill claim that increasing
federal spending on IDEA will allow local
school districts to spend more money on other
educational priorities. However, because an
increase in federal funding will come from the
same taxpayers who currently fund the IDEA
mandate at the state and local level, increas-
ing federal IDEA funding will not necessarily
result in a net increase of education funds
available for other programs. In fact, the only
way to combine full federal funding of IDEA
with an increase in expenditures on other pro-
grams by state and localities is through mas-
sive tax increases at the federal, state, and/or
local level!

This bill further assures that control over the
education dollar will remain centered in Wash-
ington by calling for Congress to ‘‘meet the
commitment to fund existing Federal education
programs.’’ Thus, this bill not only calls on
Congress to increase funding for IDEA, it also
calls on Congress to not cut funds for any pro-
gram favored by Congress. The practical ef-
fect of this bill is to place yet another obstacle
in the road of fulfilling Congress’ constitutional
mandate to put control of education back into
the hands of the people.

Rather than increasing federal spending,
Congress should focus on returning control
over education to the American people by en-
acting the Family Education Freedom Act
(H.R. 935), which provides parents with a
$3,000 per child tax credit to pay for K–12
education expenses. Passage of this act
would especially benefit parents whose chil-
dren have learning disabilities as those par-
ents have the greatest need to devote a large

portion of their income toward their child’s
education.

The Family Education Freedom Act will
allow parents to develop an individualized
education plan that will meet the needs of
their own child. Each child is a unique person
and we must seriously consider whether dis-
abled children’s special needs can be best
met by parents, working with local educators,
free from interference from Washington or fed-
eral educrats. After all, an increase in expendi-
tures cannot make a Washington bureaucrat
know or love a child as much as that child’s
parent.

It is time for Congress to restore control
over education to the American people. The
only way to accomplish this goal is to defund
education programs that allow federal bureau-
crats to control America’s schools. Therefore,
I call on my colleagues to reject H. Con. Res.
84 and instead join my efforts to pass the
Family Education Freedom Act. If Congress
gets Washington off the backs and out of the
pocketbooks of parents, American children will
be better off.

Mrs. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of this resolution urging Congress,
and the President, to fully fund the Federal
Government’s obligation under the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act.

In 1975 the Federal Government committed
to provide 40 percent funding aid for the man-
date to educate those students with disabil-
ities. As most of my colleagues know, federal
funding for IDEA has never risen above 12
percent.

On average, local school districts currently
spend 20 percent of their budgets on special
education services. Once the Federal govern-
ment begins to pay its fair share, local funds
will be freed up, allowing local schools to hire
and train additional high-quality teachers, re-
duce class size, build and renovate class-
rooms and invest in technology.

In my district, the Duval County School Dis-
trict receives about $7 million. If IDEA were
fully funded, this school district would receive
over $37 million, an increase of over $30 mil-
lion.

It is time for us to send a clear message
that the Federal government must honor our
commitments to help our state and local
school districts educate children with disabil-
ities.

I urge my colleagues to support this impor-
tant resolution.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support
of the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act.

When special education legislation was first
enacted in 1975, the federal government, rec-
ognizing the extraordinary costs of inclusion,
pledged to provide state and local education
agencies with forty percent of the excess
costs associated with educating students with
disabilities.

Sadly, the federal government has not come
close to meeting this obligation, with annual
appropriations never exceeding twelve percent
of excess costs.

The chronic underpayment of this federal
mandate has left state and local governments
with a burden of more than $146 billion in lost
funding over the past twenty-two years—a
staggering shortfall that has forced education
agencies to shift resources our of lower-pri-
ority, but important necessities such as build-
ing maintenance and upkeep.
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Special education departments end up eat-

ing large portions of local and state school
budgets, which creates a competitive relation-
ship between regular and special education,
as they vie for the same scarce funds. This
situation is not the fault of school districts, but
a direct result of Congress’s inadequate fund-
ing of IDEA.

Special education has received a billion dol-
lar increase over the past two years. Yet even
with this substantial increase, funding is still
substantially below Congress’s 40 percent
promise. This means that states and districts
will continue to be unfairly burdened by these
excess costs.

Congress is simply being unfair to our local
school districts by not living up to our end of
this bargain and we are taking needed re-
sources away from regular education.

I hope the Congress will live up to its obliga-
tion, and fully fund IDEA. If we do not, all stu-
dents across this country will suffer.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, H. Con. Res. 84
calls for increased funding for IDEA at the ex-
pense of initiatives like the Clinton/Clay Class
Size Reduction Act. While I support increased
funding for IDEA, we should not be robbing
Peter to pay Paul.

Achieving the goal of 100,000 new teachers
will ensure that every child receives personal
attention, gets a solid foundation for further
learning, and is prepared to read by the end
of the third grade.

I am disappointed that the Republicans
have continued their attempt to torpedo this
critical program. On the Ed-Flex bill, Repub-
licans tried to raid class size funds for other
programs. We should never pit one program
against another—we should support overall in-
creases in education spending.

I believe that reducing class sizes with well-
qualified teachers is the single most significant
action we can take to enhance student
achievement.

We should increase funding for IDEA, but
not at the expense of class size reduction.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this resolution to fully fund the Indi-
viduals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA).

IDEA ensures that all children with disabil-
ities receive a free appropriate public edu-
cation. Prior to IDEA, 2 million children were
excluded from receiving their right to a public
education. Another 2.5 million children re-
ceived an inadequate education.

IDEA has served as a civil rights initiative
for our Nation’s children for more than 22
years.

Fully funding this educational program is im-
portant to the millions of learning disabled stu-
dents in our districts across the country. It is
important to our communities that benefit from
the achievement level of all these students.

IDEA is another example of how govern-
ment support of an educational program pro-
vides the foundation for states and local edu-
cational agencies to work together. Funding
this initiative for the sake of our children is im-
portant for the future success of our schools
and communities.

In addition to fully funding IDEA, Congress
should also better fund other educational pro-
grams that are seriously underfunded. For ex-
ample, consider Hispanic Serving Institutions
(HSI’s).

We have charged these institutions with en-
suring the academic success of the Hispanic
students that are at their institutions. Similar to

IDEA, these institutions cannot fulfill their duty
to the students and the community at large
without adequate funding.

The funding of IDEA is critical along with the
funding of all our education programs that aim
to serve every child that has the right to fair,
and equitable access to a quality education.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
highlight one of the most important issues for
our nation: educating our young people. Ev-
eryone agrees that a good education is critical
for the future success of our children, and yet
are not providing the financial resources that
make this possible. This is especially true for
the education of children with disabilities.

School districts are struggling with how to
provide the best education possible for all chil-
dren within often very tightly constrained budg-
ets. I applaud their efforts. In many cases,
however, school districts can not reduce class
sizes, build needed schools, or hire new
teachers while still providing the services so
important to students with disabilities. In my
home state of California, over 600,000 stu-
dents receive special education and related
services in public schools at a reported cost of
$3.4 billion. Without federal assistance, local
school districts are forced to use their general
funds to the detriment of other programs.

This is not to say that the IDEA hasn’t been
successful. It has. By providing children with
disabilities with the same educational opportu-
nities as their abled peers, we now have a
system supporting happier and more produc-
tive adults. According to the Department of
Education, disabled young people are three
times more likely today to attend college than
prior to 1975 and twice as many of today’s
twenty-year olds with disabilities are working.
But we must do more to make sure there are
more success stories than setbacks.

I applaud my friends on the other side of the
aisle for bringing to the floor House Concur-
rent Resolution 84, which urges the Congress
and the President to fully fund the federal
Government’s obligation under IDEA. This
must be more than just words in a Resolution
though. I call upon this Congress, this year, to
fulfill its pledge for full funding of IDEA. It is
time that the federal government make good
on its obligation to the school districts and our
children across the country.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GOODLING) that the
House suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res.
84, as amended.

The question was taken.
Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, on that

I demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 84.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
f

URGING CONGRESS AND PRESI-
DENT TO INCREASE FUNDING
FOR PELL GRANTS

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution (H. Con. Res. 88)
urging the Congress and the President
to increase funding for the Pell Grant
Program and existing Campus-Based
Aid Programs.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. CON. RES. 88

Whereas the Basic Educational Oppor-
tunity Grant Program, now known as the
Pell Grant Program in honor of Senator
Claiborne Pell of Rhode Island, was first au-
thorized in the 1972 amendments to the High-
er Education Act of 1965;

Whereas the Pell Grant Program has be-
come the largest need-based Federal higher
education scholarship program and is consid-
ered the foundation for all Federal student
aid;

Whereas the purpose of the program is to
assist students from low income families
who would not otherwise be financially able
to attend a postsecondary institution by pro-
viding grants to students to be used to pay
the costs of attending the postsecondary in-
stitution of their choice;

Whereas in the late 1970’s, the Pell Grant
covered seventy-five percent of the average
cost of attending a public four-year college;
by the late 1990’s, it only covered thirty-six
percent of the cost of attending a public
four-year college;

Whereas families across the country are
concerned about the rising cost of a college
education, and for children from low income
families, the cost of college continues to be
an overwhelming factor in their decision to
forego a college education;

Whereas children from high income fami-
lies are almost twice as likely to enroll in
college as children from low income families;

Whereas higher education promotes eco-
nomic opportunity for individuals and eco-
nomic competitiveness for our Nation;

Whereas the Pell Grant and Campus-Based
Aid Programs target aid to low income stu-
dents as effectively as any programs admin-
istered by the Federal government; and

Whereas student borrowing to finance a
postsecondary education has increased to an
average indebtedness of $9,700, and therefore
increased grant aid is more important than
ever: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That the Congress and the
President, should, working within the con-
straints of the balanced budget agreement,
make student scholarship aid the highest
priority for higher education funding by in-
creasing the maximum Pell Grant awarded
to low income students by $400 and increas-
ing other existing campus-based aid pro-
grams that serve low-income students prior
to authorizing or appropriating funds for any
new education initiative.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCKEON) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MARTINEZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. MCKEON).

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, today we are consid-

ering H. Con. Res. 88, which sets forth
specific priorities for higher education
funding and proposes that we refrain
from creating new education programs
until we adequately fund these prior-
ities.

The top funding priority for higher
education is the Pell Grant Program,
and the goal is to increase the max-
imum award to students from low-in-
come families to $3,525. This amount
represents an increase of $400 to the
maximum Pell grant award and would
be the largest increase since the incep-
tion of the program in 1972.

The resolution also recognizes the
importance of providing increased
funding for the existing campus-based
student aid programs. These need-
based programs provide financial aid
administrators at colleges across the
country with considerable flexibility in
the packaging of financial aid awards
that best meet the needs of their stu-
dents.

The Pell Grant Program is one of the
largest voucher programs in the coun-
try, and it is considered the foundation
program for all Federal student aid.
Students eligible for a Pell grant can
use that money to attend one of almost
6,000 postsecondary institutions in the
country.

The Pell Grant Program was created
in 1972, and the goal of the program
was simple. Congress wanted to assist
students from low-income families who
would not otherwise be financially able
to attend a postsecondary institution.

In the first year of the program,
176,000 students received Pell grant
awards. Funding Pell grants at the
level set forth in the resolution would
make more than 4 million students eli-
gible for Pell grants next year, includ-
ing an additional 21,000 students in my
home State of California.

Ninety percent of the students who
will receive a Pell grant come from
families with incomes under $30,000,
and 54 percent of those students come
from families with incomes under
$10,000. This is a program that simply
continues to serve the vital purpose for
which it was originally created.

This is not the first time that we
have stated our support for making the
Pell Grant Program the top funding
priority for higher education. On June
26, 1997, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. GOODLING), the gentleman
from Missouri (Mr. CLAY), the ranking
member, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. KILDEE) and I sent a letter to the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. PORTER)
and the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) that began by saying, we greatly
appreciate support for increased fund-
ing for the Pell Grant Program, and we
believe it should be the top funding pri-
ority of all higher education programs.

I continue to believe that the Pell
Grant Program should be the top high-
er education funding priority. I also
think a $400 increase to the maximum
award is a very reasonable request.

For more than 7 years, the Pell grant
maximum fluctuated between $2,300

and $2,400. However, after years of stag-
nant funding levels, the Committee on
Appropriations has shown over-
whelming support for the program dur-
ing the past 3 years by increasing fund-
ing for the Pell Grant Program by
more than $2.7 billion. Had the admin-
istration not cut $250 million from last
year’s appropriation level for the Pell
Grant Program in order to fund its
other priorities, we would be well on
our way to our goal of a maximum
award of $3,525.

In addition to the Pell Grant Pro-
gram, this resolution supports in-
creased funding for the campus- based
student aid programs. While Pell
grants open the door to postsecondary
education for many students from low-
income families, it is the campus-based
programs that provide these same stu-
dents some degree of choice in select-
ing a postsecondary institution.

After years of double-digit increases
in the cost of a college education, the
maximum Pell grant no longer covers a
large percentage of the cost of attend-
ance at most public 4-year institutions
in the country. However, a Pell grant,
coupled with awards from the campus-
based program, goes a long way in re-
ducing the amount a student needs to
borrow in student loans in order to pay
the bills for tuition and room and
board.

In closing, I want to address some of
the objections I have heard with re-
spect to this resolution. We all know
the budget caps are tight, and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations will have a
difficult time in making funding deci-
sions, but that simply supports getting
our priorities on record.

I have copies of testimony submitted
to the subcommittee of the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. PORTER) from var-
ious higher education organizations,
and each one identifies certain funding
priorities important to the particular
organization. However, there are two
consistent messages. The first is strong
support for a $400 increase to the max-
imum Pell grant. The second is strong
support for funding proven education
programs, rather than creating new
ones that take money away from the
existing programs.

Finally, do not misread this resolu-
tion. It does not say only fund Pell in
the campus-based programs. It does not
say that we should cut the class size
teacher program. Unlike the Presi-
dent’s budget that cuts several existing
programs, including the Pell appropria-
tion, impact aid, the Title VI block
grant and others, this resolution does
not propose cuts to existing programs.
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This resolution simply establishes
funding priorities for higher education.
We have many higher education pro-
grams that have been in existence a
long time and serve students well, such
as the TRIO programs, Graduate As-
sistance in Areas of National Need, In-
stitutional Aid programs under Title
III, and many others. We reauthorized

these programs last year, and we sup-
port their continued funding.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the fol-
lowing associations and organizations
that have given their support for this
resolution, including the American As-
sociation of Community Colleges, the
American Association of State Colleges
and Universities, the United States
Student Association, the Career Col-
lege Association, the American Council
on Education, the National Association
of Independent Colleges and Univer-
sities, the U.S. Public Interest Re-
search Group, the National Association
of Student Financial Aid Administra-
tors, the Coalition of Higher Education
Organizations, the Association of
American Universities, the National
Association of State Universities and
Land-Grant Colleges, and finally, the
Association of Jesuit Colleges and Uni-
versities.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues
to support this resolution and the high-
er education funding priorities it estab-
lishes for the Congress and the Presi-
dent.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise reluctantly today
in opposition to House Concurrent Res-
olution 88.

I want to be very clear that I do sup-
port the priority for Pell Grant and
campus-based student aid programs.
However, specifically, I oppose the last
12 words of this resolution, which I be-
lieve are not only unnecessary to the
intent of the resolution, but have the
potential to tie the hands of Congress
in our ability to help the children of
this country.

Were we not considering this resolu-
tion under a suspension of the rules, I
would have offered an amendment to
strike those 12 words, as I did during
the committee markup, which would
allow, if we did strike those 12 words, it
would allow myself and I daresay all of
my colleagues on this side of the aisle
to lend wholehearted support to this
resolution. Members may get support
from some of the Members on our side
because those Members would not want
to be on record as seeming to vote
against Pell Grants, but they would
not get their unconditional support.

I would stress that my colleagues and
I are not opposed to establishing the
Pell Grant and campus-based student
aid programs as a funding priority. On
the contrary, over the past years we
have always supported Pell Grants and
the increase in Pell Grants and cam-
pus-based student aid programs.

As a matter of fact, on the other side
of the aisle, until recently they did
not. But we, as a matter of fact, are de-
lighted to see that our colleagues on
that side are taking so much of an in-
terest in these programs that have pro-
vided millions of low-income students
with an opportunity to pursue higher
education.
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On this side of the aisle, we have al-

ways believed that providing an oppor-
tunity to less fortunate people of our
country is a paramount responsibility
of the government. The Pell Grant pro-
gram has provided millions of low-in-
come students with the opportunity to
pursue their higher education dreams
and goals.

Moreover, I firmly believe that my
good friend, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON), the sponsor of
this resolution, is sincere in his desire
to expand opportunity to millions of
other struggling students. I sincerely
regret that I cannot join him in sup-
porting this resolution.

As I stated, my concern surrounding
the resolution are the last 12 words,
which call for the funding of Pell
Grants and campus-based aid pro-
grams, and I quote, ‘‘prior to author-
izing or appropriating funds for any
new education initiative.’’

Earlier, my colleague said that it
does not cut other programs, but it
does prevent other programs from
being funded. Although I understand
and agree with my colleague and his
desire to fund existing programs that
work before we create and fund new
programs, I am concerned that the lan-
guage in this resolution is ambiguous
and may tie our hands and our ability
to help the children of our country.

The problem, as I see it, is that
House Concurrent Resolution 88 fails to
define the term ‘‘new education initia-
tive,’’ and leaves open the question of
how it might affect the future work of
this Congress.

For instance, is the class size reduc-
tion initiative, which, although cur-
rently authorized for only 1 year, is in
full swing in many of the States, is
that a new program? Is the Reading
Excellence Act which was just passed
last year a new program?

Also created last year was Gear Up, a
program that, like Pell and the cam-
pus-based aid programs, would allow
millions of low-income students to at-
tend college. Will it be considered a
new program?

If in the course of reauthorizing
ESEA we decide to consolidate several
existing professional development pro-
grams into a larger, more effective pro-
fessional development initiative, will it
be considered a new program and there-
fore go unfunded?

If we develop a program to address
school violence like that which took
place in Littleton, Colorado, will it be
considered a new program and be de-
nied funding?

To avoid these pitfalls, during com-
mittee mark-up I mentioned that the
Senate is currently considering a simi-
lar resolution which has bipartisan
support, and I offered that as a sub-
stitute to this resolution.

Like House Concurrent Resolution
88, the resolution currently being con-
sidered by the Senate acknowledges
the importance of Pell and campus-
based student aid programs, and urges
the Congress and the President to

make them a funding priority. How-
ever, the Senate resolution refrains
from bolstering students’ aid at the
possible expense of other programs.
Senate Concurrent Resolution 828 is
identical to this resolution except that
it does not contain those last 12 words.

The language in the Senate resolu-
tion would have allowed us to recog-
nize Pell and campus-based aid as edu-
cational priorities without denying the
importance of existing programs or the
potential importance of programs that
may come out of the reauthorization of
ESEA.

I regret that I did not have the op-
portunity to offer that amendment
here today. I regret that, as a result of
that, I will not be able to support this
resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. GILMAN).

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rise to
express strong support for the House
Concurrent Resolution 88 urging both
the President and Congress to increase
Pell Grants for low-income students,
and I commend the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCKEON), the sponsor
of this measure, for bringing it to the
floor at this time.

Because the Pell Grant is basis for all
Federal student aid, and the amount of
aid needed to cover the ever-rising cost
of higher education is increasing, it is
imperative we make students’ scholar-
ship aid a high priority.

In the ever-increasing global market,
our Nation must make sure that it
maintains its leading role. Therefore,
now more than ever we must guarantee
that our students are well-prepared to
compete against their counterparts
from all over the world. Education is
the only way that we can ensure a
strong future for America’s children,
and increasing Pell Grant awards is
one way we can begin to achieve that
goal.

Accordingly, I urge our colleagues to
fully support this measure.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
GEORGE MILLER).

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California.
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of both
of these resolutions. Unfortunately, I
was detained and was not able to come
over and speak on behalf of the full
funding for IDEA.

But first let me say, on the Pell
Grants, I strongly support increasing
the Pell Grant program. As outlined by
a couple of the speakers already, clear-
ly as the cost of college continues to
accelerate, we find that we are cov-
ering a much smaller percentage of
that with the existing Pell Grants than
we had previously. Previously we cov-

ered about 72 percent of the average
costs. Now we are in the position of
covering about 34 percent of that.

As a result of that, many young stu-
dents from low-income families who
have worked very hard in high school
to get the grades in order to do the
work required and to be accepted to
college find out that economics now
stand in the way of them achieving
that education.

We should not allow that to happen,
because we obviously have an economy
that needs the contributions of all of
these young people to our economic
system. For that reason, I join the bi-
partisan support for the increase in the
Pell Grant.

I am concerned, as the gentleman
from California (Mr. MARTINEZ) pointed
out, exactly the meaning of those
words at the end of the legislation, be-
cause we know that there is a great
deal of concern that this would take
precedence over the class size reduc-
tion money, since that in fact is not an
authorized program and needs author-
ization. And if it were to take place
after the passage of this resolution,
would that knock it out of the box?

We know that class size reduction, as
we just found out last week with the
Tennessee study, is starting to have
some important positive impacts on
young people, when coupled with quali-
fied teachers. So I think the concern is
quite proper that the gentleman from
California (Mr. MARTINEZ) has raised
about that. But since I think we will
get a second shot at that in our author-
izations, I am prepared to support the
full funding.

On the question of the IDEA funding,
I am deeply concerned about the sug-
gestion that to be for full funding of
education for individuals with disabil-
ities, that therefore somehow we have
to cut other worthy programs in the
education field, because we know that
it sets up a false choice between pro-
grams like Head Start or America
Reads, all of which work to help kids
become school-ready, to help them be-
come ready to read and to participate
in schools.

While fully supporting the idea of
full funding for IDEA, I wish that the
Republicans had not tried to set it up
so they could chase away Democratic
sponsors of this legislation by sug-
gesting that it has to be done by cut-
ting these other programs.

When we look at the Republican
budget that cuts about $1.2 billion
below a freeze compared to 1999 in the
education field, if we were to fully fund
this, we would be talking about a 40
percent cut below the President’s edu-
cation request to fully fund IDEA.

It is interesting to note that the
Committee on the Budget, when full
funding of IDEA was offered, they
voted in lockstep against it, and again
in the Committee on Rules would not
allow that amendment to be put into
consideration, where we could have
provided offsets or what have you with-
in the budget resolution.
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So I am not sure that this resolution

is exactly as it should be, but the fact
is we should support the continued in-
crease in appropriations of IDEA funds.

Finally, let me say that time and
again it is suggested that somehow the
Federal Government is shirking its re-
sponsibility when it does not provide
all of the funding for IDEA. When we
passed that legislation, Republicans
and Democrats said that the goal was
to provide some 40 percent of the ex-
cess costs of providing education for in-
dividuals with disabilities.

It continues to remain a goal. It is a
goal that we have made great advance-
ments on in the last couple of years.
We ought to continue to go after it.
But it is not a question of an unfunded
Federal mandate. The fact is that this
is there because of the United States
Constitution.

If we were to repeal IDEA, every
State and local education authority
would still have the obligation under
the Constitution of the United States
to educate these children in a free and
appropriate education. They could end
up picking up 100 percent of the cost.

The Federal Government is trying to
do the best it can to help districts with
the cost of these educations, but the
belief somehow is that this is our duty
alone, and in fact the legislation passed
last year would allow, unfortunately,
schools to withdraw support for IDEA
if we hit a Federal threshold, so the
same schools who are saying they do
not have enough money find out they
can in fact withdraw support for this
effort.

I think the intent of these resolu-
tions is good and is proper, and both of
these programs need increases in fund-
ing. The Pell Grant needs an increase
in the maximum grant. But I am con-
cerned about some of the nuances that
are suggested in these resolutions.

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
from California for his support of the
resolution. For the record, the Presi-
dent’s budget for the year 2000 for edu-
cation is $65.28 billion. Our budget for
the year is $66.35 billion, $1.1 billion
more than the President’s.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. GOODLING), chair-
man of the full committee.

(Mr. GOODLING asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
the time.

There was a time when Pell Grants
covered 75 percent of a college edu-
cation. We are now down to about 36
percent. The good news is, however, we
did get a $2.7 billion increase in the
last 3 years, so we have billions of dol-
lars available in student aid from the
Federal Government to State govern-
ments and institutions of higher edu-
cation, and children from high-income
families continue to enroll in college

at almost twice the rate of children
from low-income families.

For many of the students from low-
income families, the cost of college is
the overwhelming factor in their deci-
sion to forego a college education. In
1997 we supported the enactment of tax
credits related to post-secondary edu-
cation for middle- and upper-income
families. At the same time, we voiced
strong concern about the need to con-
tinue making substantial commit-
ments to the Pell Grant program in
order to assist those students from
low-income families who would not re-
ceive any benefits from the new tax
credit.

I mention that because I want to
mention now the most unbelievable
thing that I think I have heard in my
entire time in the Congress. Prior to
our mark-up of this resolution in com-
mittee last week, a Department of Edu-
cation official told the Subcommittee
on Labor, Health and Human Services
of the Committee on Appropriations
that a $400 increase to the Pell max-
imum would not help low-income stu-
dents all that much, since they would
lose their tuition tax breaks.

I want to repeat that, because I know
everybody listening will be smart
enough, I will not even have to explain
how ridiculous it is.
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But what he said was that a $400 in-
crease to the Pell maximum would not
help low-income students all that
much since they would lose their tui-
tion tax breaks.

I can only assume that the adminis-
tration has forgotten the debate over
tax credits and the testimony of col-
lege officials and students who all
agree that up-front cash assistance
such as the Pell Grant program is the
most effective form of aid for increas-
ing access to college.

Now, I would also remind that gen-
tleman, and he should not need to be
reminded, retroactive tax credits are
great for those who have enough
money to enroll in college in the first
place. But I am sure if he would just
look at his statistics, he would dis-
cover that 54 percent of the families re-
ceiving Pell Grants have incomes under
$10,000. What tax credits are they wait-
ing for? What tax credits are they ex-
pected to get? Of course, they do not
get any. How silly the man could ever
make a statement of that nature.

The resolution also expresses support
for campus-based student aid pro-
grams.

These need-based programs help students
pay the bills that are not covered by a $3,000
Pell Grant.

The campus-based student aid programs re-
quire institutions to provide matching funds in
order to receive funds from the Federal gov-
ernment. The $1.5 billion devoted to the cam-
pus-based programs last year leveraged al-
most $400 million in additional aid to college
students across the country.

The Higher Education Amendments of 1998
enacted last fall, streamlined the operation of

all these programs in order to make them
more effective. More importantly, the formula
under which funds are distributed was modi-
fied. Under the new formula, any new money
provided for the campus-based programs goes
to institutions of higher education that serve
large populations of students from low-income
families who are most in need of financial as-
sistance.

These are fundamentally sound programs
that have served our nation’s college students
will for the past three decades and we should
consider them a higher education funding pri-
ority.

This resolution does not propose cutting any
programs. It does not say that we should not
fund other education programs that work. It
does not pit one program against another. It
simply says that our highest priorities for high-
er education funding should be the Pell Grant
Program and the campus-based aid programs,
which have a proven record of success.

I urge my colleagues to support this resolu-
tion.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. ROEMER), a really strong ad-
vocate of education.

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MARTINEZ) for yield me this time. I rise
to support the intent of the legislation,
not particularly the accomplishment of
the legislation.

Certainly, the ‘‘whereas’’ clauses in
this Pell Grant concurrent resolution
are very, very strong and language
that I agree with, particularly the fact
that in the language we talk about
being concerned that the impact and
the help of the Pell Grant has been
sliced in half from the 1970s.

We have gone from providing through
a Pell Grant about 76 percent of the
cost of education; in the 1990s now, the
impact of the Pell grant is about 36
percent of the cost of a 4-year public
college. That is slashing in half the im-
pact and the help of the Pell Grant,
and we need to do something about
that.

I sat on an airline just this past week
with a young gentleman from Indiana
who was trying to select between Cor-
nell in New York and DePaul in Indi-
ana. The entire rationale for his deci-
sion was going to be resting on one
part of the economics of a decision be-
tween Cornell and DePaul, and that
was the financial aid: what Pell Grant,
Stafford loan, work study programs
could be put together.

So families and students are very
concerned about education. But what
we need to do, Mr. Speaker, as we show
our concern about the declining impact
and help of the Pell Grant, is to come
up with a piece of legislation, a bill
that funds it.

This is a concurrent resolution. It is
not signed by the President. It is not
an appropriation bill that takes a
penny out of the Treasury. It simply
conveys the intent of Congress that we
would like to see some more money put
toward Pell Grant. I think everybody
on our side would like to do that. I am
sure everybody on the Republican side
would like to do that.
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But what we need are not unfunded

mandates, not unfunded resolutions,
but bipartisan solutions to this prob-
lem.

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. ROE-
MER) for his support of our intent.

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman
from Nebraska (Mr. BARRETT), a mem-
ber of the committee.

Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
California for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Con. Res. 88. This resolution proposes
our funding priority should first in-
clude programs that work, and Pell
Grants do work. We are talking about
a program of more than a 25-year track
record of success. Pell Grants have of-
fered millions of students the oppor-
tunity to pursue a higher education.
While opening that door, they help nar-
row the gap between the rich and the
poor and help alleviate the debt burden
from young people just starting out in
their careers.

Students awarded Pell Grants are
among the neediest, and probably
would not have attended college with-
out this financial assistance. For ex-
ample, in the 1995–1996 school year, 54
percent of Pell Grant recipients came
from families with incomes of less than
$10,000.

We all know that students from mid-
dle and high-income families are more
likely to attend college, and one reason
is that those parents can at least help
finance the costs. Students from low-
income families do not have that safe-
ty net, and Pell Grants help fill that
void. At the current level, a Pell Grant
on average only covers 36 percent of
the cost of college, compared to 77 per-
cent in the 1970s.

The Federal Government also helps
students with loans, and thousands of
both low and middle-income students
finish college each year with loans to
pay off. In fact, the average student
graduates with more than $9,000 in
debt. But low-income students, who
have had to finance nearly everything,
can face particularly steep debt.

This problem is amplified when con-
sidering that often these students
choose lower paying but very impor-
tant jobs like teaching or social work.
In these situations, students may be
faced with years and years of debt pay-
ments. We can lower that hurdle to
higher education by not only con-
tinuing our strong support for the Pell
Grant program, but by also increasing
the minimum Pell Grant level.

The current maximum for Pell
Grants is $3,125. This resolution sug-
gests a modest $400 increase. The reso-
lution also proposes increasing, within
the context of our balanced budget
agreement, other aid programs that
serve low-income students. Those pro-
grams include work study, Supple-
mental Education Opportunity Grants,
and Perkins Loans. Pell Grants, these
programs work, and they could be put
to much broader use if the funding is

increased, and we should aim toward
that goal before jumping into new un-
tested education initiatives.

This resolution does not say that we
should not fund other higher education
programs, and it does not pit one group
of students against another. It simply
says that the Pell Grant program has
worked well, and that by making Pell
Grants a priority, we are indeed mak-
ing education a priority and strength-
ening our commitment to helping low-
income students achieve their poten-
tial.

I urge my colleagues to supports H.
Con. Res. 88.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from the
beautiful State of Hawaii (Mrs. MINK).

(Mrs. MINK of Hawaii asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. MINK of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker,
we have heard previous to this debate a
long dissertation about the Federal ob-
ligation to fund IDEA. While there is
disagreement in terms of how that re-
sponsibility has fallen upon the Fed-
eral Government, most of us agree that
funding for IDEA should be increased.

Now we are discussing another con-
current resolution which has to do
with Pell Grants. This I believe is a
time when the majority must listen to
what they were saying when they de-
bated IDEA.

The authorization language which
comes from this august committee
calls for a basic funding of Pell Grants.
That ought to be interpreted as an ob-
ligation which this Congress and this
Federal Government is according based
upon very severe eligibility standards.
Much as we do Medicare, we have eligi-
bility standards and then we decide
how much funding that individual
should get for Medicare, for hos-
pitalization, for doctor’s care, and so
forth.

It seems to me that if we are really
true to what we are saying on this floor
with regard to the importance of fund-
ing low-income students, giving them
the best opportunity to have a higher
education, this Congress ought to fund
the complete amount that we authorize
for Pell Grants. That is the only way
we are going to meet our fundamental
responsibility. Let us not talk about
just $400 beyond what was authorized
or appropriated last year. We ought to
go for the entire amount.

Mr. Speaker, I am introducing a bill
today which I ask all of my colleges on
both sides of the aisle to cosponsor
with me, and that is to make the Pell
Grant program an entitlement. Young
people ought to know with great assur-
ance that if they meet the criteria for
a Pell Grant to go on to higher edu-
cation, that this Congress is willing to
fund it.

So I have created a program which
makes it a responsibility for this Con-
gress, for this Federal Government, to
treat this program as an entitlement.
Every young person ought to have that
right to continue on to higher edu-
cation

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of in-
creasing funding for Pell Grants.

There is nothing better we can do for this
nation than to improve education, and ensure
that all children in all communities across this
nation have access to higher education.

Pell Grants were created to provided this
access for low-income families. The Pell Grant
Program was created in 1972 to assist stu-
dents from low-income families in obtaining a
postsecondary education by meeting at least
75% of a student’s cost of attendance. Unfor-
tunately, Congress is not living up to its prom-
ise.

In real dollars, the appropriated maximum
individual grant, adjusted for inflation, has de-
creased 4.7% between 1980 and 1998. Con-
sidering the exorbitant increases in college
costs, the Pell Grant has covered less and
less of a student’s cost of attendance. In just
the last 10 years, total costs at public colleges
have increased by 23% and at private col-
leges by 36%. According to the General Ac-
counting Office, this means that over the last
15 years, tuition at a public 4-year college or
university has nearly doubled as a percentage
of median household income. All students suf-
fer as a result of these increases; however
students from low-income families suffer the
most.

The resolution before us calls for an in-
crease of $400 in the maximum Pell Grant
awarded to students from low-income families.

Although it is important to raise the max-
imum Pell Grant awarded, it does not go far
enough. We need to guarantee that eligible
students are entitled to the maximum amount
under the Pell Grant Program. Today, I have
introduced legislation that does just that.

My bill will create a contractual obligation on
the United States to reimburse institutions that
award Pell Grants to its eligible students in the
full amount they are entitled to. Simply put, my
bill guarantees that an eligible student will re-
ceive the maximum award amount she is enti-
tled to. By guaranteeing that eligible students
will receive the maximum amount, this bill will
make it easier for students from low-income
families to get a higher education.

I urge my colleagues to do more than sup-
port this resolution, which merely requests a
$400 increase in the maximum award allowed.
I urge my colleagues to support my legislation
which guarantees that eligible students are en-
titled to the maximum amount authorized
under the Pell Grant Program.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. BOEHNER), subcommittee chair of
the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, Amer-
ican students I think are confused
about the President’s student aid prior-
ities.

On Election Day in 1996 they heard
the President proclaim, and I will
quote, ‘‘I am proud that we have got
the biggest increase in Pell Grants in
20 years, but we must do more. I want
to open the doors of college to all
Americans; and if you give me 4 more
years, that is exactly what I intend to
do.’’

That was in Lexington, Kentucky. He
said the same thing in Cleveland,
Santa Barbara, Green Bay, New Orle-
ans, St. Louis, and the Democratic
Convention in Chicago.
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Many students also heard this ad, run

by the President’s campaign, and I will
quote, ‘‘As a Latino and a student, I
know the value of education.’’ The ad
read in Spanish. ‘‘Under President
Clinton, Pell Grants and scholarships
were increased. President Clinton
wants us to have more opportunities to
improve our quality of life. That is
why, on November 5, I am going to vote
for President Clinton.’’

Well, Mr. Speaker, on November 5,
that is exactly what a lot of students
did. But now the President is singing a
different tune. The President is pro-
posing cutting Pell Grant funding by 3
percent; he proposes cutting Perkins
Loans by eliminating an adjustment
for inflation; and he proposes cutting
student loans by $2 billion in favor of a
program that makes the Department of
Education the country’s largest bank,
a loan program that is 30 percent more
expensive than the private sector pro-
gram, and that is the program that
most universities say that they do not
want.

Mr. Speaker, students are confused
about the President’s student aid prior-
ities, so let us be crystal clear about
ours. This resolution sends a clear mes-
sage that we are serious about funding
programs that have been proven to
work.

I went to college myself on a pro-
gram that is now known as the Perkins
Loan, and I can tell my colleagues
firsthand that these programs do work.
But if my colleagues no longer believe
that these programs should be our
highest priority, then vote ‘‘no’’ on
this resolution. But do not blame stu-
dents for being confused about where
we stand on these student aid prior-
ities.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. TIERNEY).

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am
shocked, but pleasantly shocked, pleas-
antly shocked to hear the other side of
the aisle finally stepping up to the
plate and saying that rather than shut
down the Department of Education,
they understand that there is a Federal
commitment to do something to raise
the level and to raise the bar.

I was listening to the gentlewoman
from Hawaii (Mrs. MINK) speak about
making Pell Grants an entitlement,
and I thought maybe we would need
some armed guards over here to stop
all of our friends and colleagues from
the other side rushing over and signing
onto that legislation as cosponsors.
But I trust that really will not be a
problem.

In fact, I asked some members of the
Committee on Education and the
Workforce who have been there for
quite some time to search back in their
historical perspective to see if there
ever was an occasion when the current
majority proposed more money for Pell
Grants, to raise the authorization for
Pell Grants, that the Democrats were
not first in line to be there and do that.
They could remember none.

In fact, I searched for the one bill
that has been filed that would, in fact,
raise the authorization for Pell Grants
to make them worth what they used to
be worth when this program was origi-
nally adopted, and that is H.R. 959.
There were 62 sponsors and cosponsors
on that bill, not one Member of the ma-
jority party.

So here we are today talking about a
resolution. It is Teacher Appreciation
Week. All things education are appar-
ently on schedule for all of us. But
when the dollar has to stop and the
buck has to stop here, Mr. Speaker, let
us see how many people on the other
side are willing to actually come for-
ward with the money by raising the ap-
propriation level and by raising the au-
thorization level to make Pell Grants
really what they should be worth.

Again, I think we are faced here with
a potential in this language for pitting
program against program. The other
side says that is not the case, and we
hope it is so. And we are probably all
going to vote for this because we want
the strong message to continue as we
have continuously put it forward, that
we need to pay for Pell Grants because
that is the best way to fund higher edu-
cation. We need to raise funds for work
study programs. We need to make the
interest rates as low as possible for
anybody that does have to take a loan.

But, Mr. Speaker, we have to stop
making resolutions and feel-good
pieces of legislation, move on to bills
and acts that actually put our money
where our mouth is, and make things
happen. We stand ready to do that.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. EHLERS), a member of the
committee.

(Mr. EHLERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from California for
yielding me this time.

I have a personal interest in this. The
previous speaker wondered why Repub-
licans are supporting this bill, and I
can certainly tell him why this Repub-
lican is.

b 1545

When I wanted to go to college, my
parents, who were low-income, regret-
fully told me that they simply did not
have the money to support me. They
would do what they could, but it was
not much, and I would have to earn my
own way.

I was not sure I would go to college
but, fortunately, I was able to get sum-
mer employment in high school and
save up enough money for the first
year, and so I went off to college. I
worked my way through, every cent,
every inch of the way. I worked over 25
hours a week during the school year. I
worked over 60 hours a week during the
summers in order to put myself
through college.

I am not saying this to brag, but I
simply point out that students cannot

do that today, even if they worked 40
hours a week. The costs have gone up
too much. I paid $188 a semester for
tuition. Today, it is many, many times
that.

I am very intimately aware of the
concerns and the problems that stu-
dents have, and I have a special ac-
quaintance with these problems be-
cause after going to college I went to
graduate school, got a doctorate, and I
taught at the University of California
for some time and at Calvin College. So
I have had experience in both the pub-
lic and the private sector.

Higher education is expensive, and I
am very thankful that the Federal
Government has established student
loan programs and Pell grants which
allows every student today to achieve a
college education. We have fallen be-
hind in the amount of money available,
particularly for lower income students.

I strongly support this resolution,
and I ask this House to support it so
that our students, no matter what the
income level of the family, are able to
go to colleges and universities, achieve
a higher education and thereby im-
prove their earning potential through-
out their lives, as well as their appre-
ciation of life and all that comes with
education.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. FORD), a member of the
committee.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman from California for yielding
me this time, and I rise in support of
both resolutions we are considering
today, both which urge this Congress
and the President to fully fund IDEA
and the Pell grant Programs before
funding any new program.

As a supporter of both these pro-
grams, I understand that IDEA pro-
vides an education for many American
children who would otherwise be denied
an education, and the Pell grant has
enabled millions of Americans, includ-
ing my good friend and colleague, the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
EHLERS), to attend college. However,
Mr. Speaker, these nonbinding resolu-
tions will not make a dent, really, even
with all the flowery and wonderful
rhetoric we have heard from both sides
today. For we are merely expressing
our wishes, merely talking about the
problem, but not acting.

I can assure my colleagues that if
Democrats were in control of this
Chamber, not only would we be talking
today, we would be preparing to act. In
fact, if we were serious about edu-
cation, we would probably think about
funding the class size reduction pro-
gram of the President and the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. CLAY).

As the chairman of the full com-
mittee and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MARTINEZ) both know, in
Tennessee, where I am from, a study
was just completed to show that small
classes in grades K through 3 continue
to outperform students in larger class-
es right through high school gradua-
tion.
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I know my dear friend, the gen-

tleman from Nebraska (Mr. BARRETT),
knows and strongly believes, as I do,
that we should support programs that
work. This program works.

In addition, our schools are in dire
need of modernization. It has been
shown that this Federal Government
can contribute money to build new
prisons and build new roads and build
new highways. We have to find the ca-
pacity and the courage to build new
schools.

Let us stop being the suspension bill
and resolution Congress. I say to the
other side, let us go to work and do the
job the American people pay us $136,500
a year to do. Resolutions, expressing
our wishes will not do it. It is time to
act. This Congress has failed that test,
and we are failing American children in
the process.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARY MILLER), one of our
great Members.

(Mr. GARY MILLER of California
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. GARY MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, let me tell my colleagues who
is most impacted by the shrinking
power of Pell grants: community col-
leges, junior colleges and the students
they serve.

In California, our community college
system has 106 campuses, 71 districts
and serves 1.5 million students. That is
the largest system in the country,
dedicated to serving students with in-
comes below those students who attend
our large University of California and
California State University systems.
They are the ones on the margin who
are most impacted by any fee increase
or any loss in buying power from the
Pell grant.

The Pell grant was created to serve
as the foundation of need-based student
aid, and it is the single most important
program for low-income students
served by community colleges.

More and more students are bene-
fiting from Pell grants. In 1973, 176,000
students received Pell grants. Under
this resolution, almost 4 million stu-
dents will receive a Pell grant next
year.

Unfortunately, its purchase power
has declined by 25 percent over the past
20 years. The President’s last budget
actually cut current appropriation lev-
els by $250 million in order to fund his
new education programs. The most dis-
turbing part is that if the President did
not propose cutting the actual appro-
priations, we would already be funding
a $3,325 grant.

Maybe it is the nature of politics to
loudly speak in favor of a program
when it is new but then take money
from it when it is not so new anymore
to get credit for creating a new pro-
gram.

All this resolution does is say that
we will appropriately fund the pro-
grams that work, instead of taking
money from them to create new pro-

grams. This resolution does not pro-
pose cutting any other program. Un-
like the President’s budget, we do not
propose to cut the Pell grant Program
appropriation, Impact Aid, Title VI
block grants, or the other programs
that are clearly not priorities of the
President.

It does not say we should not fund
other education programs that do
work. It does not aim to pit one group
against another. It simply says our
highest priority for higher education
funding should be the Pell Grant and
Campus-Based Aid Programs, which
have a proven success record.

If my colleagues do not believe that
the Pell grant and Campus-Based Aid
Programs work and should be our high-
est priority, then I urge them to vote
‘‘no’’ on this resolution. But I would
urge my colleagues to support this pro-
gram. It supports those low-income
students who mostly need our help.

I urge my colleagues to: support existing
programs before rushing to fund a new fad;
support those lower income students who ben-
efit from the Pell Grant Program, and support
community colleges and colleges in your com-
munities.

I urge my colleagues to support this com-
mon sense resolution.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, might
I inquire how much time we have re-
maining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). The gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MARTINEZ) has 11⁄2 minutes
remaining, and the gentleman from
California (Mr. MCKEON) has 1 minute
remaining.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I just want
to say we are not worried about pitting
Pell grants and Campus-Based Student
Aid against other programs that have
long been in existence and have long
proven themselves to be worthy of
funding. That is not the question. The
question is, are we going to tie our
hands so that if there is an innovative
new program, in order to deal with
school violence, such as the school vio-
lence that happened in Littleton, Colo-
rado, are we then going to tie our
hands and say we cannot fund a pro-
gram, no matter how great it may look
or how much good we feel it can do be-
cause we have tied ourselves to this
resolution?

Now, I say that, but I am not really
that concerned about it, because this is
a resolution that carries no impact in
law. In fact, I think I will vote for S.28,
if it will ever get over here, but it will
not get over here.

I will support Pell grants. My deci-
sion to not vote for this bill does not
mean I do not support Pell grants.
What it does mean is that I do not be-
lieve in the idea of cutting ourselves
from any program that might have a
tremendous impact on some aspect of
education just because we say that we
are feeling that Pell grants should be
of the highest priority. We can say that
without doing this.

So I will continue to not support this
resolution. As I say, I will not vote
against it, but I will not vote for it. I
will reserve my right to be in strong
support of Pell grants through other
methods. And I will especially wait for
the authorizing bill, in which I will
vote, if that authorizing bill increases
Pell grants.

This is not an authorizing bill, and it
does not carry any weight in law.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. METCALF).

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor our Nation’s teachers. I
would like to thank them for their
dedication and inspiration.

I was a public school teacher for 30
years, so I understand the importance
of a good education and the foundation
it builds for our youth. American stu-
dents, parents and teachers must main-
tain the highest level of quality in edu-
cation.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

A lot of the debate today, Mr. Speak-
er, has focused on Pell grants, but I
also want to point out this does cover
the Campus-Based Aid Programs which
provide institutions with Federal sup-
port for grants, loans, and work-study
programs. These require matching
funds from the schools. It gives the
schools greater flexibility to keep
those in school that have the greatest
need. And with requiring the matching
funds, it is a multiplier and brings
more money to the table to help those
students that need it the most.

There has also been some talk about
the fact that this is a resolution and
does not really carry the weight of law.
It does state and it does show how we
have performed the last 5 years. Since
we have had the majority, we have in-
creased Pell grants every year. It indi-
cates our high priority for the Pell
grants and campus-based programs and
the fact that we continue to want them
to be the highest priority of higher
education.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of significant increased funding for
Pell Grants and Campus-Based Aid programs.

Coming from south Texas, I know the dire
need for Pell Grants. By providing resources
for our students, we create real opportunity for
them to attain higher education.

The Pell Grant program is the largest need-
based Federal grant program for students pur-
suing higher education. I know that in San An-
tonio, this program is the foundation for stu-
dent aid. Pell Grants help our students from
families of modest income who could not oth-
erwise afford a college education.

I support the resolution but would like to ex-
press my strong reservations about the word-
ing. This resolution is another example of how
Republicans are purporting to be education
friendly when they are not. Just like a wolf in
sheep’s clothing there is a face behind this
resolution.

The language in this resolution essentially
says that any new programs we come up with
would have to take a backseat to Pell Grant
increases.
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To make demands on what programs

should take precedence at this time, is unreal-
istic and removed from the approach we
should be taking on the funding of our edu-
cation programs. For example, what if a new
program is introduced later on this year that
will seriously address the needs of our youth
and the issue of violence? Does this program
automatically get a back seat simply because
it is a ‘‘new’’ program under this resolution?

Yes, we should fund Pell Grants but we
should also look at the bigger picture and real-
ize that there may be other ‘‘new’’ programs
that have been introduced that will be equally
as important and help with the early develop-
ment of our students in the K–12 grades.

Higher education is a priority and what bet-
ter way than through increases in Pell Grants.
However, we should also make sure that we
are doing what we can to strength the founda-
tion of our elementary and secondary edu-
cation system.

If our Republican colleagues are serious
about the Pell Grant program I encourage
them to support H.R. 959, the Affordable Edu-
cation through Pell Grants Act. The legislation
will raise the maximum Pell Grant award level
to $6,500 for the academic year 2000 to 2001,
bringing it to funding where the Pell Grant is
meant to be.

If Republicans want to put their money
where their mouth is, I would ask that they
also support H.R. 959.

Education is our number one priority. The
future of our economy, and our communities
rests our ability to increase access to higher
education but to also ensure our students can
get from point A to point B.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, it’s a great revela-
tion to see that our colleagues on your side of
the aisle have come to realize the importance
of increased support for student aid programs
which assist low income students. I am espe-
cially pleased that, after numerous efforts to
slash funding for education programs, Repub-
licans now see the light. My hope is that they
will continue moving in that direction and real-
ize that increased funding for education across
the board is essential to increase educational
opportunities.

Mr. Speaker, I support a substantial in-
crease for Pell funding. In fact, in the last Con-
gress I introduced legislation to make Pell
Grant funding mandatory spending, just like
the loan programs.

However, I am concerned that the way H.
Con. Res. 88 is written, could be interpreted to
pit one group of education programs against
another. If adopted and adhered to by the ap-
propriators, it would rob Peter to pay Paul.

The record of House Democrats’ support for
increased aid to needy college students is
clear. House Democrats have been in the
forefront in advocating increased funding for
student aid programs without short-changing
or reducing spending for other programs.
Since 1996, Democrats, in conjunction with
the President, have been responsible for add-
ing nearly $8 billion more for education than
was in bills supported by House Republicans.
With respect to Pell Grants, since 1996 the
President requested, and House Democrats
supported, an increase of $3.4 billion, while
House Republicans advocated 62% less.

Today, we are being asked to vote for a
resolution that would aid freshmen at the ex-
pense of first graders. We believe that is an
unwise, inappropriate choice.

During the committee markup my col-
leagues and I offered amendments to H. Con.
Res. 88 designed to increase Pell Grants with-
out jeopardizing other worthy programs. The
language we offered was the same language
adopted in the Senate on a bipartisan basis.
The Senate resolution calls for increased Pell
Grants, without pitting one education program
against another. Unfortunately, we are not
successful in these efforts.

We should go on record for increasing our
overall investment in education, instead of rob-
bing Peter to pay Paul.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the op-
portunity to explain why I oppose H. Con. Res.
88, which expresses the sense of the Con-
gress that funding for the Pell Grant Program
should be increased by $400 per grant and
calls on Congress ton increase funding for
other existing education programs prior to au-
thorizing or appropriating funds for new pro-
grams. While I certainly do oppose creating
any new federal education programs, I also
oppose increasing funds for any programs, re-
gardless of whether or not the spending is
within the constraints of the so-called bal-
anced budget agreement. Mr. Speaker, in-
stead of increasing unconstitutional federal
spending, Congress should empower the
American people to devote more of their own
resources to higher education by cutting their
taxes. Cutting taxes, not increasing federal
spending, should be Congress’ highest pri-
ority.

By taxing all Americans in order to provide
limited aid to a few, federal higher education
programs provide the federal government with
considerable power to allocate access to high-
er education. Government aid also destroys
any incentives for recipients of the aid to con-
sider price when choosing a college. The re-
sult is a destruction of the price control mech-
anism inherent in the market, leading to ever-
rising tuition. This makes higher education
less affordable for millions of middle-class
Americans who are ineligible for Pell Grants!

Federal funding of higher education also
leads to federal control of many aspects of
higher education. Federal control inevitably ac-
companies federal funding because politicians
cannot resist imposing their preferred solutions
for perceived ‘‘problems’’ on institutions be-
holden to taxpayer dollars. The prophetic
soundness of those who spoke out against the
creation of federal higher education programs
in the 1960s because they would lead to fed-
eral control of higher education is dem-
onstrated by examining today’s higher edu-
cational system. College and universities are
so fearful of losing federal aid they allow their
policies on everything from composition of the
student body to campus crime to be dictated
by the Federal Government. Clearly, federal
funding is being abused as an excuse to tight-
en the federal noose around both higher and
elementary education.

Instead of increasing federal expenditures,
Mr. Speaker, this Congress should respond to
the American people’s demand for increased
support of higher education by working to
pass bills giving Americans tax relief. For ex-
ample, Congress should pass H.R. 1188, a bill
I am cosponsoring which provides a tax de-
duction of up to $20,000 for the payment of
college tuition. I am also cosponsoring several
pieces of legislation to enhance the tax benefit
for education savings accounts and pre-paid
tuition plans to make it easier for parents to

save for their children’s education. Although
the various plans I have supported differ in de-
tail, they all share one crucial element. Each
allows individuals the freedom to spend their
own money on higher education rather than
forcing taxpayers to rely on Washington to re-
turn to them some percentage of their own tax
dollars to spend as bureaucrats see fit.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I call upon my
colleagues to reject H. Con. Res. 88 and any
other attempt to increase spending on federal
programs. Instead, my colleagues should join
me in working to put the American people in
control of higher education by cutting taxes
and thus allowing them to use more of their
resources for higher education.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, today, I
come before the House to ask, ‘‘have the Re-
publicans done a U-turn?’’

Their education record includes: opposing
education funding increases; passing a year
2000 budget $2.9 billion short of the Presi-
dent’s education proposal; and advocating for
the abolishment of the Department of Edu-
cation.

Again, I ask, ‘‘is this resolution a Republican
U-turn?’’

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that there has been
no U-turn. The Republican course is straight
and does not lead to a true endorsement of
education.

I support Pell Grant increases. However,
without language to state otherwise, I am left
to surmise that this resolution may endanger
initiatives to reduce class size, hire more
teachers, and modernize schools.

Let’s set a better course and invest at every
level of our children’s education—preschool
through postsecondary.

Let’s stand up for all worthwhile education
inititives!

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, House Concurrent Resolution
88.

The question was taken.
Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, on that I

demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. McKEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on House Concurrent Resolution
88.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.
f

EXPRESSING SENSE OF HOUSE IN
SUPPORT OF AMERICA’S TEACH-
ERS

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
resolution (H. Res. 157) expressing the
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sense of the House of Representatives
in support of America’s teachers.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 157

Whereas the foundation of American free-
dom and democracy is a strong, effective sys-
tem of education in which every child can
learn in a safe and nurturing environment;

Whereas a first-rate education system de-
pends on a partnership between parents,
principals, teachers, and children;

Whereas much of the success of our Nation
during the American Century is the result of
the hard work and dedication of teachers
across the land;

Whereas, in addition to their families,
knowledgeable and skillful teachers can have
a profound impact on a child’s early develop-
ment and future success;

Whereas, while many people spend their
lives building careers, teachers spend their
careers building lives;

Whereas our Nation’s teachers serve our
children beyond the call of duty as coaches,
mentors, and advisors without regard to
fame or fortune; and

Whereas across this land nearly 3 million
men and women experience the joys of teach-
ing young minds the virtues of reading, writ-
ing, and arithmetic: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of
Representatives—

(1) honors and recognizes the unique and
important achievements of America’s teach-
ers; and

(2) urges all Americans to take a moment
to thank and pay tribute to our Nation’s
teachers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MARTINEZ)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON).

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, it is only appropriate
that today on the floor of this House
the Congress of the United States of
America recognize and acknowledge
the teachers of our country. Today,
over 3 million American men and
women are teaching our children, our
next generation, our Nation’s greatest
resource.

Were I to stand anywhere in this
Chamber and pose one question to
every Member, I would get exactly the
same response. Were I to ask any Mem-
ber, think for a second and tell me if
there was ever a teacher that made a
difference in their life, instantly, with-
out question, every individual would
think of a teacher or teachers and
would respond further with a story
about how that person had impacted
their life.

So, too, is it true with almost every
adult in America today. Save only our
parents, teachers are the most impor-
tant people in the lives of our children.
While we are doing the right thing to
pause today and pay tribute to Amer-
ica’s teachers, we must remember
every week and every day to give
thanks and give support for the con-
tribution that they make.

Were I to be asked if a teacher had
made a difference in my life, I would
think back to Alice Gibson in Atlanta,

Georgia, a teacher who made a student
of me. She was a disciplinarian, a de-
manding lady, a lover of literature. For
me, before having Ms. Gibson, learning
was work and books belonged on
shelves. After attending her class,
barely making it the first time and ex-
celling the second, everything that is
open to me today is because of the win-
dows of the world that she opened in
teaching that appreciation.

In my home district in Cobb County,
there is a teacher by the name of Linda
Morrison, a social studies teacher in
North Cobb High School in Cobb Coun-
ty, who year in and year out her teams
win Model U.N. and win debates. Every
year political candidates come to her
class and they are overwhelmed by the
inspiration and motivation that Linda
Morrison places in all those children.

I did that trip 3 months ago, shortly
before my special election. Linda
turned the classroom over to me; and I
was once again impressed by the re-
spect, the courtesy, and the insight of
those kids. When I left the class, once
again awed, the principal put his arm
around me and told me that Ms. Morri-
son had just finished her first chemo
treatment but had come to class to see
to it that her students were fulfilled
and her class went on.
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That is the kind of dedication, that is

the kind of commitment we see not
just in one but in many of our teachers
all over America.

And lastly, it is only fitting that I
recognize Andy Baumgartner, this year
the United States of America’s Teacher
of the Year, as honored just 2 weeks
ago in Washington D.C.; a kindergarten
teacher outside of Augusta, Georgia
who dedicates his life to putting ex-
citement into education for every
child. He recognizes that, at the age of
five, he has one opportunity to help the
life of an individual in the most forma-
tive year of their education.

Mr. Speaker, it is only appropriate
that this House today commend our
teachers all over this country, recog-
nize them for the contribution they
make, and appreciate the fact that
today in every American classroom
they are under the watchful eye of a
teacher, an individual who is willing to
share with them.

And, Mr. Speaker, I think all of us
remember or might ask, had it not
been for teachers or a teacher, where
might any of us have been today?

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.
Res. 157, which recognizes the unique
and important achievements of Amer-
ica’s teachers and urges all Americans
to pay tribute to our Nation’s teachers.

As the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
ISAKSON) just said, most of us can point
to a teacher in our lives that has made
a difference. Were it not for the benefit
of several outstanding teachers, I
might not be where I am today.

I remember one particular teacher
that really turned me around in the
sixth grade. And I was busy doing
things I should not have been doing,
drawing pictures instead of doing the
class lesson. And she snuck up behind
me and caught my attention with the
ruler that she carried, which was about
18 inches long and about 11⁄2 inches
wide, and it came down across my
hands with a real sting. And I jumped
up and raised back my hand, and she
immediately struck me in the face
with the ruler, not hard, just enough to
make a sting and get my attention.
And she got my attention. And then
she instructed me to sit down and wait
until the bell rang and I would stay
after school, and I did.

But that was the most prosperous
couple hours I had ever spent in school
in my life, because in that 2 hours she
taught me everything there was to
learn about the lesson I was supposed
to be learning. And I noticed some-
thing about it. When I started realizing
that I could do the work and I was get-
ting the answers right, I looked up and
I saw her smiling at me from ear to
ear. No one in the class had ever seen
her smile before. And I thought, this is
really a very nice teacher.

But more important was what she
taught me that day. Well, from that
day on I never had a problem with
those lessons again and I decided that
I can learn. But I think that was what
she was saying to us.

I remember one time Terrel Bell, the
Secretary of Education under Reagan,
when he said to us one time at a hear-
ing, there is nothing so rewarding to a
teacher as when they look into that
young person’s eyes and see that light
go on, that they learned that they can
learn. Well, Mrs. Cassons saw that
light go on in my eyes and she made
me realize that a good teacher can
make the difference between success
and failure for a student.

Recent studies show that teacher
quality is the most single important
factor in student achievement. In re-
cent hearings that we have held in the
committee of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON) we have had testi-
mony, and when they were asked what
was the most important thing in the
education of young people, each of
them answered the quality teacher.

However, if we look at today’s teach-
ers, they face greater challenges than
ever before, greater challenges than my
teacher, Mrs. Cassons, ever saw. Class-
es are larger and they are more unman-
ageable. Classroom spaces are now in-
adequate and they are in poor condi-
tion and often pose a safety hazard.

Discipline problems and school vio-
lence are at an all-time high, as we re-
cently saw in Colorado. On top of all
this, teacher candidates often do not
receive adequate training, new teach-
ers are not supported by their school
system, and experienced teachers are
not provided with meaningful profes-
sional development they need to re-
main effective.
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Under these circumstances, even Mrs.

Cassons would have had problems.
Therefore, I think it is high time we
provide our Nation’s teachers with
some greatly needed assistance.

Although most decisions regarding
teacher recruitment, training, and pro-
fessional development are made at the
State and local level, as they should
be, Congress has before it the wonder-
ful opportunity to provide our Nation’s
teachers with the tools and support
they need to educate the next genera-
tion of American citizens.

I feel very lucky to be the ranking
member on the subcommittee which
has jurisdiction over such a wonderful
opportunity. And I am pleased to say
that the gentleman from California
(Mr. MCKEON) and I are currently
working on legislation which provides
incentives to States and districts to
get high-quality individuals into the
classroom and keep them there.

I know that the chairman, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCKEON),
and many of my colleagues share my
desire to help those special individuals
who dedicate their lives to bettering
the lives of others. I look forward to
working with everyone in Congress to
ensure that every child has a Mrs.
Cassons.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. GOOD-
LING), distinguished chairman of the
Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

Mr. GOODLING. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
the time.

I rise in support of the resolution to
honor and recognize the unique and im-
portant achievements of America’s
teachers. As one who spent many years
of his professional life in schools, and
also as a Member whose wife continues
to teach, I know firsthand the dedica-
tion and commitment teachers put
forth every single day despite the ever-
growing challenges that they face,
which are almost insurmountable.

As the gentleman from Georgia men-
tioned, we can all remember a teacher
or teachers. And, of course, I go back
to my first 4 years in a one-room
school where Ms. Yost was the teacher.
She had 40 students, 4 different grades
represented. She had no special teach-
ers. She did it all. She stoked the
stove. She carried out the ashes. She
did everything. And she was a magnifi-
cent teacher.

It does not matter how many they
have in the classroom if they do not
have a quality teacher in that class-
room.

One of the problems that teachers are
often faced with today is the fact that
many times they do not receive the
kind of preparation and training that
they should from the teacher training
institutions. Sometimes they get as-
signed subject areas that they have
very little knowledge about that par-

ticular subject, and oftentimes they
are not given quality in-service pro-
grams.

So we, as Congress, working along
with States, schools and parents, must
continue to address the problems that
face our Nation’s teachers.

Specifically, we must continue to
take a close lock at existing Federal
education programs to determine if, in
fact, they are meeting the needs of our
teachers as well as the students they
are intended to serve. If not, working
together with State and local schools
and parents, we must develop new ways
to ensure these funds are being used ef-
fectively.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I simply
want to say to our teachers one great
big ‘‘thank you.’’

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. ROEMER).

(Mr. ROEMER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend from California for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I would start off by
pointing out that the purpose of this
resolution, Mr. Speaker, is twofold; and
I would start with the second one,
which urges all Americans to take a
moment to thank and pay tribute to
our Nation’s teachers.

As a former teacher, Mr. Speaker,
and as a product of both Catholic pri-
vate education and public education, I
rise to thank the many teachers that
contributed to my education, that con-
tribute to the children’s education
throughout Indiana, and contribute to
all our Nation’s children throughout
all the schools in the United States of
America.

There is not a single more important
profession or calling on the face of the
Earth than to get into a school class-
room with 30, 25, or 30 or 35 children
and to take on the challenges of teach-
ing those children every day in our Na-
tion’s classrooms.

And I agree that we all, as parents,
must participate in what this resolu-
tion calls for, and that is all of us get-
ting out there on a daily basis, not just
on a yearly basis, and having contact
with the school and thanking the
teacher and participating in reading
programs with our classrooms and en-
gaging that school.

I saw a figure last week that said
about 30 percent of our parents have
contact with the school, yet every sin-
gle one of us has contact with the grad-
uates of that school system. So we
need to engage our schools and do even
more than thank our teachers but par-
ticipate in our children’s education.

The first part of this resolution hon-
ors and recognizes the unique and im-
portant achievements of America’s
teachers. And certainly we recognize
their integrity, we recognize their in-
telligence, we recognize their contribu-
tions every day to our children.

And more so, as I conclude, Mr.
Speaker, on a note that more and more

teachers are stepping forward on, it is
not only to ensure that our schools get
better but that our schools are safe.
And in Jonesboro, Arkansas and in
Littleton, Colorado we have school
safety issues where teachers not only
gave their intelligence, their talents,
and their integrity; they gave their
lives. They put their lives on the line
and they lost them on school safety
issues to protect other children.

So this resolution I think is timely,
Mr. Speaker, in that not only should
we thank our teachers, not only should
we engage our education system and
participate as community leaders and
as parents, but we should also recog-
nize the unlimited contributions that
these teachers make to our children in
terms of their intelligence, in terms of
their safety, and in terms of their long-
standing contributions in society.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the distinguished gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me the
time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
for Teacher Appreciation Week; and I
urge Americans everywhere to take a
moment to pay tribute to our Nation’s
teachers.

A sound democracy rests on a first-
rate education system, one where par-
ents and teachers work together. A
solid education in any of our Nation’s
schools comes from the teachers who
strive to give the gift of knowledge to
the minds of our future generations.

Dedicated teachers work day after
day to ensure that all of our students
will have a bright and successful life.
Teachers wear many hats: as coun-
selor, friend, and, most importantly,
role model. Today learning not only
consists of the three R’s but skills that
parents no longer have time to teach.

Accordingly, I urge all of our col-
leagues to support this resolution hon-
oring American teachers. I thank our
colleagues, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. GRANGER) the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS), and the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON)
for sponsoring this legislation.

It is my hope that Congressional sup-
port for teachers will serve as an exam-
ple to all Americans that the service
that teachers render is irreplaceable.

This week is the 14th Annual Teacher Ap-
preciation Week which was created by the Na-
tional Parent Teacher Association (PTA). The
PTA is an organization that encourages parent
and public involvement in all of the Nation’s
public schools. By strengthening the tie be-
tween both parents and the nearly 3 million
American school teachers we can only further
ensure that American education continues to
be second to none. Teachers have an im-
measurable impact on the growth and devel-
opment of students and are responsible, in
part, to the shaping of a future generation. Be-
cause of this, teachers are indispensable.

The face on the American family is vastly
different from the way it was only decades
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ago. My wife is a former teacher and when
she was in school the sole job of a teacher
was to impart knowledge. However, today
teachers fill the void that hard working parents
and single parents cannot.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
MCCARTHY).

Mrs. McCARTHY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in support
of the House resolution paying tribute
to our Nation’s teachers.

Since I have come to this House 21⁄2
years ago, I spend so much time in my
schools and have gotten to know my
teachers, gotten to know how much
they care about our students and how
hard they are trying to make our stu-
dents better prepared to go into the
world, that makes this a better coun-
try.

Education is our number one priority
for this country, and it should be. But
we are seeing a teacher shortage and it
is making our teachers’ jobs harder. We
are seeing that we are bringing young
people out of college to become teach-
ers; that they are failing mainly be-
cause they do not feel that they are
well-prepared. I think that is some-
thing that we can work on, especially
in the special education that we are
going to be doing in the next several
months.

Our teachers have to be well-prepared
so they can do a great job in our class-
es, especially in early education. And I
think that it is something that our
teachers want, because they want to be
the best they can.

We have to do everything in the
world to prepare our young people to
become teachers so that we again will
have the amount of teachers that we
are going to need. We are seeing too
many of our teachers drop out, and
that is not good for any of us, mainly
because they felt that they were not
prepared.

We dealt with it last year on the
Higher Education Act on having teach-
ers better prepared, and I think it is
something that we can do on early edu-
cation. I plan on introducing a bill to
have a mentoring program on early
education, and I hope I will have the
support of my committee.

When we talk about the teachers in
the classroom today versus the teach-
ers that certainly taught us years ago,
it was an easier time back then. We
had so much more cooperation between
the parents and the teachers, and we
have to encourage that more and more.

Our teachers are supposed to be
there, to be teaching. They need the
support of the parents, and I think that
is important. We are seeing our teach-
ers today taking in our young people
and trying to be parents to them when
they can. That is not their job.
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Their job is there to teach our chil-
dren. But if we do not encourage our

parents to become more involved in our
schools, we are making our jobs harder
for our teachers.

Look at some of the schools that do
so well. It is not that the kids are
brighter. It is because their parents are
so involved in those particular schools.
They are giving the encouragement for
the teachers to go that extra yard. We
have to make all our schools like that.
That is how we are going to turn
around education in this country.

Our children are bright, our teachers
are good, but we have to work together
to make sure that we are the best, bet-
ter than anywhere else in this country.
I think we are on the right track.

We still have some work to do, but
certainly the love of teaching, someone
that I had in sixth grade, Mrs.
Englman, she taught me the love of
history. I think if she ever saw me here
today, she would be so proud of me be-
cause she talked about the Constitu-
tion, she talked about our government,
and here I am being very proud of being
a graduate of her class but also living
what she taught me.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in support of the
House Resolution paying tribute to our na-
tion’s teachers. This resolution expresses a
sense of the House, thanking and paying trib-
ute to our nation’s teachers. Education is my
number one priority. Providing our children
with a good education and a bright future is
one of our most effective tools for ending gun
violence, drug abuse, and poverty in our coun-
try.

I spend every Monday and Friday in my
schools on Long Island, talking with students,
teachers, principals, superintendents, and par-
ents about how we can make the education
system work better.

In visiting these schools, I see teachers and
students who are committed to education. And
I have learned that our teachers are the cor-
nerstone of our education system. Brand new
classrooms, reduced class size and improved
access to technology are empty promises
without a dedicated, well-qualified teacher in
front of the class.

Unfortunatley, we are facing a shortage of
teachers. Our nation will need to hire 2 million
new teachers in the next decade to handle a
growing student population and to replace re-
tiring teachers. However, fewer young people
are going into teaching, and when they do,
many do not receive the learning they need to
succeed in the classroom. Many children are
warehoused in bigger classes, often with un-
prepared instructors, because there simply are
not enough teachers to go around.

Last year, Congress passed my teacher
training bill as part of the Higher Education
Act. My legislation will better prepare teachers
for teaching our children. I worked with local
school administrators and educators to draft a
bill that will (1) recruit new teachers; (2) pre-
pare future teachers for the rigors of the class-
room; and (3) mentor new teachers in their
first year on the job.

Today, I am proud to introduce legislation
that will expand Teacher Mentoring programs
in the Elementary and Secondary Education
Act. This legislation will complement the men-
toring programs I sponsored in the Higher
Education Act, ensuring that mentoring be-
comes a continuous, comprehensive program,

addressing the needs of experienced teachers
as well as new teachers.

Mentoring programs help all teachers—they
benefit new teachers by easing the transition
into teaching, increasing retention rates and
improving the quality of teaching. Mentoring
also helps experienced teachers by exposing
them to new ideas and current trends in
teaching.

The key to improving the quality of edu-
cation is our teachers. Reducing class size is
not going to be effective unless you have a
qualified teacher in that class. We must do ev-
erything we can to make sure our teachers
are well-trained before they enter the class-
room. And that they continue to improve their
skills once they are in the classroom.

I will be working hard to pass my mentoring
bill which will give teachers the tools they
need to be the best possible educators they
can. Our children, and our teachers, are worth
it—and deserve it.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON), distinguished
member of the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of this important reso-
lution and in recognition of the hard
work of our Nation’s teachers.

As a former member of the local
school board and President of that
school district for 9 years, as a father
of six and grandfather of 16, I under-
stand the crucial role that teachers
play in the lives of our children and in
our communities. We have for too long
taken their role for granted and have
come to expect our teachers to perform
heroic acts of teaching despite ever-ris-
ing challenges.

I believe that as a Nation we must no
longer take for granted the ability for
teachers to somehow magically prepare
our students. We must join together at
the national, State and, most impor-
tantly, at the local level in working to-
gether to address these challenges fac-
ing our teachers, our schools and our
students.

At the national level, we must ensure
that Federal education programs are
flexible enough to allow local schools
to make decisions which meet their
specific needs. At the same time, we
must ensure that these funds are used
effectively and that they are used for
activities that demonstrate increased
academic achievement for all students.

I am pleased to say that as chair of
the Subcommittee on Postsecondary
Education, Training and Life-Long
Learning, I am working with Members
to craft a bipartisan bill which will ad-
dress some of these important issues. I
am especially pleased to be working
with the ranking member of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MARTINEZ), who has deep
insight into this important area.

I would like to take just a moment,
along with this resolution, to thank
teachers who have had an impact on
me personally. I have four younger
brothers. We went to school in the Los
Angeles unified school system. All five
of us had Mrs. Peters for kindergarten.
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I can think back to teachers at all

levels, high school, junior high, ele-
mentary school, university, that have
had an impact on my life. I do not
know that I ever took the time to
thank them, I know I did not thank
them adequately, for the job that they
have done. There is probably not a day
that goes by that I do not think of
some lesson that I learned from some
teacher. Probably outside of my par-
ents, teachers have had more impact
on my life than anyone else.

I go visit schools whenever I am
home in the district. I like to go in a
classroom, probably for a selfish rea-
son, because I always feel good when I
leave, after seeing an enthusiastic, mo-
tivated teacher that is devoting and
dedicating their life to helping our
young people to make this a better
world.

Our district at home, each year the
members of the community have a
night where they honor teachers. I was
not able to be there this week, but I
would like to thank them for taking
the time to honor our teachers, be-
cause I do think that that is very im-
portant. I tell teachers when I visit
that you can count the number of seeds
in an apple, but you cannot count the
number of apples in a seed. One little
seed can grow into a giant apple tree
that grows apples for many, many
years and has great impact. That is
what our teachers mean to us.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the ranking member
for his leadership and for yielding me
this time.

What a special time to come on the
floor of the House to honor those
champions, those heroes who really are
the basis of making our country great.
This is a salute to teachers, and it
means all teachers in all capacities but
particularly those who educate our
children.

I come personally and as the parent
of two children recognizing the impor-
tance that teachers have in the lives of
children. I also work and chair the
Congressional Children’s Caucus. Mem-
bers who have joined that Caucus have
committed themselves to promoting
children as a national agenda. Where
would we be without that strong and
abiding force of those who believe in
education, particularly those who treat
young children with the kind of respect
and the kind of belief in themselves
that many of our teachers have and do
with respect to our children?

I spend a lot of time in my schools, in
particular our public schools, our ele-
mentary, our middle school and our
secondary. I work a lot with our pri-
vate schools. I know that each and
every time I come upon a teacher it is
someone who has expressed a love and
affection for children, someone who
cares for children, someone who wants
to see children thriving and growing.

In the light of the events that have
happened over the past couple of years,
when teachers have been highlighted
and spotlighted, unfortunately not for
good but for the tragedy of maybe
being injured, what comes to mind is
certainly the heroic teacher in the
Littleton, Colorado, tragedy, the sto-
ries that came out from the young peo-
ple who said he put their lives ahead of
his.

How many times we know that that
occurs. And maybe not necessarily to
that degree, where a teacher has lost
his or her life, but we realize that
teachers who believe in what they do
most often put the needs of their stu-
dents in front of their personal needs.
They extend their days, they take
them on field trips, they guide and
counsel them, they help them get into
college, they help them get scholar-
ships, they help them get into summer
programs. So often the teachers who
have taught my children have come to
me and said, I think this program
would be good for your child or that
program, something a parent is not
aware of.

At the same time in the public school
setting, I know that teachers extend
themselves. They are also the hall
monitors, the people who participate
on retreats or the ones who are the
guiders of extracurricular activities, at
the basketball games or football
games.

And so, Mr. Speaker, I am delighted
to be able to stand today to pay special
tribute and applaud this resolution as
an appropriate statement that this
Congress should make and certainly
the United States should make, that
teachers are a vital part of our history,
a vital part of our society.

I know, for one, that I am a product
of the teachers who educated and
helped educate me. I know that parents
and home and church have a viable
part in a child’s education, but I can
assure my colleagues that there are
many teachers who I took in con-
fidence and who helped me along the
way, who made me feel better, and also
that I had the ability to achieve albeit
through some rocky times.

Can I just say to each and every one
of them who may be sitting at home or
in fact have another day’s work tomor-
row, in preparing a lesson plan or deal-
ing with a student, that we do appre-
ciate you, we salute and honor you.
You are American heroes. We hope that
this Congress will continue to stand be-
hind you as you educate and provide
and secure our children’s lives.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 21⁄2 minutes to distin-
guished gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
GRANGER), the original sponsor of this
resolution.

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, as a
former teacher myself and as the
daughter of two teachers it is my great
privilege to cosponsor this important
resolution, and it is my great pleasure
to speak out on its behalf. Someone
has said that teaching is not a lost art,
but regard for it is a lost tradition.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to praise
the guardians of America’s future, and
those are our teachers. The issue of
education generally and teachers spe-
cifically is as important as it is timely.

I approach this issue from a simple
philosophy. Education is a Federal con-
cern, a State responsibility and a local
function. Education is a team sport,
and it requires all of us to do our part.

As a Member of Congress, I believe
one of the most important steps we can
take to support the schools of our Na-
tion is to encourage the teachers of our
schools. I have always believed that
teachers are a very special breed. While
most people spend their lives building
careers, most teachers spend their ca-
reers building lives. That is why it is so
important that we take the time to
honor our teachers as indeed they
should be honored.

Moreover, we need to be encouraging
the very best and brightest to join the
teaching profession. We can all agree
that teachers do not earn the kind of
money they should, but the rewards of
teaching cannot be measured in dollars
and cents. Teachers see the fruits of
their labor in lives that have changed.

So today we want to express the
sense of the United States Congress
that our teachers are an essential part
of America’s greatness. I know every
one of us can point to a teacher in our
past who helped to shape us, make us
who we are. Though years ago we may
have left their classes, their classes
have never left us. From the teachers
of the past we learned the traits we use
today, how to type and how to cal-
culate but how to read and how to
write and how to think. These are les-
sons that have served us all well, and
we will all do well to thank those who
taught them to us.

That is exactly what this resolution
does. As we end this century, let us
begin a renewed commitment. In the
debate over the future of education,
there are a few things we can all agree
on. Let us commit ourselves to having
schools that are safe and curriculum
that is sound. Let us commit ourselves
to having our children learn to read
today so they can read to learn
throughout their lives. And let us com-
mit ourselves to having teachers who
know the subject they are teaching and
the name of the child they are teaching
it to.

Mr. Speaker, too often in Washington
we talk in terms of politics, but this
issue is different. Education is not a
matter of right versus left. It is a mat-
ter of right versus wrong. It is always
the right time to do the right thing.
Let us pass this teacher appreciation
resolution. Let us begin to renew our
schools by recognizing our teachers.
After all, they literally hold our future
in their hands.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs. JONES).

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of our Nation’s teach-
ers.
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I am a graduate of the Cleveland

Public School System of Cleveland,
Ohio. I can remember all the wonderful
teachers that were my teachers.

From kindergarten, I can remember
Ms. Chapman’s name, all the way up to
teachers that I had in junior high and
high school. In fact, several of my ele-
mentary teachers that taught me
French were my French teachers in
high school. So every chance I have an
opportunity to talk about how great
teachers are, I am glad to be able to
say that. I need to put their names in
the RECORD, Ms. Gilliam and Ms.
DiPadova. I speak French as a result of
the great work of those wonderful
women.

As we pause today to celebrate teach-
ers across our country, I wish that
every child in these United States
could have as memorable a moment in
their lifetime as me with the teachers
that I had in the public school system.
I can even name some of my college
and law school teachers that I remem-
ber very well.

Like the prior speaker, I would en-
courage all of us to assure our children
that are in school today, be they black
or white, urban or suburban or rural,
that they have teachers who have the
opportunity to teach.

Many teachers in our school systems
today have to be mother, they have to
be father, they have to be uncle, grand-
mother, grandfather, psychologist, dis-
ciplinarian, nurse, doctor; and they
should not have to be all of those
things. They should be able to teach in
an environment that is safe. They
should be able to teach in a classroom
where there are 15 students or less.
They should be able to have all of the
accoutrements that go with teaching,
the books they need at the time they
need them, the room should be clean.

Mr. Speaker, as we rise in support of
teachers today, I just want to add my
kudos to all the teachers that I had. I
praise the teachers who teach today.
May God continue to bless them.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Dela-
ware (Mr. CASTLE), distinguished mem-
ber of the committee.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time.

For years now we have been looking
to how to restore civility to the House.
Now I know all we have to do is intro-
duce a resolution supporting our teach-
ers and we find the thing that all of us
agree upon.

I in Delaware have had the privilege
of being in every single public school in
my State—do not try that if you are in
a big State—and almost all the private
schools as well. When you spend 1 to 3
hours there, you obviously are going to
touch in a lot of classrooms and watch
a lot of teachers teaching.

There may not be good teachers in
our classrooms in Delaware, I cannot
say for sure there is, but I have not
seen one. I have seen devoted men and
women who are trying to care for their

kids, sometimes in one-on-one cir-
cumstances, other times in larger
classroom circumstances. These are in-
dividuals who are committed to their
task at hand.

I am sure it is just as true in every
other State in the Nation as it is in the
State of Delaware. When you choose
teaching, you choose a profession
which is of profound importance to
every young person in this country and
to our society as a whole.
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We have done, I think, remarkably
well in the people that we have been
able to attract to the teaching profes-
sion and retain in the teaching profes-
sion. They truly care about our chil-
dren. They truly make the effort to
teach as well as they possibly can.

Like others here, I, too, have memo-
ries. Maybe I was not as good a student
as some of the others here because not
all my memories are as good as I would
like them to be, but it is actually some
of those more difficult classes where
teachers are more demanding that I
have the greatest memories now of
what they did for me and what they
meant to all of us.

A quality education, it is the best
gift we can possibly give our children,
and the teachers are there every step of
the way encouraging them, helping
them, making sure they are on the
road to success.

I am sure that the teaching profes-
sion may seem like a thankless job at
times. We have all heard that ex-
pressed, and we have to worry when we
see what happened in Littleton, Colo-
rado. That affects all teachers. But as
teachers, the teachers of this country
really are shaping the future of the
country.

I am fond of saying to a whole room
of elected officials and corporate heads
and everything else, that teachers are
the most important people in our
State, and sometimes people come
back and, ‘‘What about my father? He’s
a teacher.’’ But teachers are extraor-
dinarily important, and we should
thank them not only today but at all
times.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the balance of the time to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COBLE). The gentleman from Texas is
recognized for 31⁄2 minutes.

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, today
it is my honor to join in saluting
teachers in communities all across
America as students, parents, school
administrators and the public celebrate
the teaching profession. Few other pro-
fessionals touch so many people in
such a lasting way as teachers do.

Mr. Speaker, I think each and every
one of us can recall that one special
teacher who inspired us, who guided us
and who helped make us the person we
are today, and I know I can. Teachers
open children’s minds to the magic of
ideas, knowledge and dreams. They
keep American democracy alive by lay-

ing the foundation for good citizenship,
and they fill many roles as listeners,
explorers, role models, motivators and
mentors. Long after our school days
are only memories, teachers continue
to influence us.

I know that at elementary school
Miss Halcomb did exactly that. In mid-
dle school Audrey Geoff did that for
me. In high school math, E.R.
Broughton; in high school government,
Lucille Parrish; in high school English,
Eddie McNail. From my youth I recall
a proverb that has stayed with me
throughout the years: Better than a
thousand days of diligent study is one
day with a great teacher.

Today and all throughout the year
celebrate teaching. Take the time to
recognize the lasting contributions
that educators make to our community
and thank those special teachers who
have truly made a difference in each of
our lives.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TANCREDO).

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I was
impressed that my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA) and
the gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs.
JONES), could remember so many of
their teachers, and I was just sitting
here thinking if I could remember any
of my elementary and secondary teach-
ers, and I do remember the first names
of all of them, but I cannot remember
much more. The first name was: Sister.

I rise in support of the House Resolu-
tion, pay tribute to the hard work of
our Nation’s teachers. As a former pub-
lic school teacher, I take great pride in
my former colleagues and believe that
teachers are a national treasure. Those
are teachers in public schools, private
schools and, of course, parents who
take on that huge responsibility of
home schooling, and who have provided
such wonderful models for their chil-
dren and have done such a wonderful
job in teaching their children.

But I would especially like to take
this moment to pay tribute to an edu-
cator who through his heroism 2 weeks
ago inspired us all. His name is David
Sanders, and he gave his life to save
the lives of several students at Col-
umbine High School, Littleton, Colo-
rado, my district. Dave Sanders was a
business teacher and the coach of the
girls’ basketball and softball teams at
Columbine, but he was also a friend to
the hundreds of students at the school
who looked at him for guidance and
support.

Two weeks ago, during the rampage
at Columbine, David Sanders saved a
number of students from ricocheting
bullets and then went upstairs in the
school to aid other students. While
leading two dozen students down a
hallway to safety, Mr. Speaker, he was
shot twice in the chest, and 31⁄2 hours
later David Sanders passed away, how-
ever, not before asking nearby students
to tell his family that he loved them.

Later Rick Bath, Columbine softball
coach, said about his friend: ‘‘There
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were just so many good qualities about
him, you always knew that he would
just be there for you. All he ever want-
ed to do was teach since he was 21. He
would not have known what else to
do.’’

Mr. Speaker, today the community of
Littleton, Colorado joins me in thank-
ing David Sanders for the sacrifice that
he made for his students and his fellow
teachers during last Tuesday’s mas-
sacre and for making a difference in
the lives of children at Columbine and,
as a matter of fact, all over America.

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I do not have any other
speakers, and I am ready to yield back
the balance of my time. I would just
make a concluding statement in regard
to the Columbine High School incident.

I read the other day in a paper where
there were many instances of teachers’
heroism. There was one teacher who
herded a group of children into a room,
and then closed the door and set her
body in front of the door so that if any
shots came through, they would hit
her, not the students. I do not think
that we can ever make any commenda-
tion high enough to reward someone
with that kind of heroism.

Mr. Speaker, I think that teachers
across this country by and large are
the same kind of quality as teachers
who are dedicated to their children. As
many people have said today in hon-
oring the teachers they can remember,
I, like the gentleman from Colorado
(Mr. TANCREDO) cannot remember a lot
of last names, but I can remember a lot
of first names, and I realize that my
success in life was attributable to what
they taught me.

So again, I honor the teachers of the
United States of America.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT).

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support today of this resolution
honoring the nearly 3 million teachers
across America that work every day to
secure the future of our children.

Yesterday I had the opportunity to
visit two of Mrs. Becham’s classes at
East Side High School in Greenville,
South Carolina. These were two hour-
and-a-half-long government classes,
and these students wore me out with
questions, and it reminded me of the
incredible energy it takes every day,
day in and day out, for these teachers
to open the minds and to fill these
minds with the knowledge that will
help these students be successful in
life. I thank Mrs. Becham, and I thank
her that she wanted her students not
only to hear about Congress, but she
persisted until she got the Congress-
man right there in her room.

I am thankful myself for teachers be-
cause my wife and I have four children
from junior high through college. I am
thankful for all the teachers that

helped to shape their lives. I am thank-
ful for the teachers, so many good
ones, that when I was not such a good
student did so much for me, particu-
larly Mrs. Humphries in the 9th grade,
when she handed me back one paper
with red marks all over it and I ex-
pected to hear how bad it was, when
she said:

‘‘Jim, you’re a good writer. You’ve
got a lot of good ideas.’’

Mr. Speaker, I ignored the red marks,
and I took it to heart that I was a good
writer, and that is what I made as my
profession, and I thank Mrs. Hum-
phries.

Today is a good day to honor all of
teachers. We need to treat them as the
professionals that they are. We have
given them almost an impossible job to
do. We have given them so much of the
blame that they are not responsible
for, and I am thankful today that we
are giving them a little bit of the cred-
it that they so richly deserve.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, before
introducing our final speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks on House
Resolution 157.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS).

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, this week
we honor those who assist parents and
take our children to the next levels of
learning, America’s teachers. Teachers
have motivated our children. Teachers
have helped our children to mature.

Here is a teacher through the eyes of
a second grader, Kacie Hershey in my
district, and I quote:

I like Mr. Durante because he is
funny and because he teaches us math.
Now he is teaching us about Japan and
how to count to 10 in Japanese.

When teachers like Mr. Durante
make learning fun for their students,
whole new worlds are opened.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think it can be
said any better than the way it is stat-
ed in this resolution, and I quote again:

Many people spend their lives build-
ing careers. Our teachers spend their
careers building lives.

What could be more true? America’s
teachers rise every day out of their
commitment to mold and shape young
lives. As a former public school math
and science teacher myself, I can attest
to the amount of time, and energy, and
creativity and patience that it takes to
lead our students to the next step of
discovery, be it in literature, math,
music theory or physics.

Earlier today I honored Elaine
Suvukas of Hempfield High School for
leading an excellent group of students
in the ‘‘We the People, the Citizen, the
Constitution’’ academic competition
on the Constitution and the Bill of
Rights. Her students know America’s

Constitution probably better than
many Members of Congress. She stirs
her students to excellence. Excellent
teachers like Miss Suvukas are all over
this country using the resources that
they have been given to the best of
their ability for the betterment of our
students, and we need to get more re-
sources directly to our teachers, dol-
lars into the classroom, and then we
can truly honor their work.

Mr. Speaker, that is one very clear
way that we can say thanks to our pub-
lic school teachers across the country.
After all, these are the people who are
influencing our children and teaching
young minds the value of reading, writ-
ing and arithmetic.

Except for parents at home, no adult
is closer to the learning process of our
kids. Teachers are the ones who have
the power to affect the learning and
help them so that they can compete.
Let us arm them with the tools they
need.

So, as we honor our teachers this
week, let us continue the process
throughout the year. Our children and
our children’s children are the most
precious resources that we have, and
that is why we must recognize their in-
valuable contributions of spending
their entire days with them, shaping
their lives.

To our teachers: I thank them. Their
work is greatly needed, appreciated
and admired.

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
extend my sincere gratitude to our nation’s
teachers. Their dedicated service should be
acknowledged every day, not just during Na-
tional Teacher Appreciation Week.

As a father, grandfather and former school
board member, I have a great deal of personal
respect for those who educate our youth. I be-
lieve these individuals know our children better
than some Washington bureaucrat. We should
strive to give them programs that return edu-
cational decisions to those most qualified to
make them, the parents, teachers, and local
school boards.

Currently, only 65 percent of federal edu-
cation funds actually make it to classrooms.
Too many needed funds are spent on unnec-
essary and inefficient bureaucracies, rather
than on local schools. We must make a com-
mitment to send more education dollars to
schools, libraries, teachers, and students. Our
children are this nation’s most precious re-
source. The future of a child’s education is es-
sential to the future of our nation.

Mr. Speaker, again I would like to extend
my gratitude to those who make teaching our
children more than simply a daily job. I will
continue to support those whom we entrust
with our children’s future.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to pay tribute to our nation’s teachers. It is
with great appreciation that I recognize teach-
ers across America who are shaping a bright-
er future for our children.

Today teachers face many challenges in the
classroom, challenges that often force them to
give more of their time and energy on matters
other than teaching. Increased classroom
sizes, crumbling infrastructure, and new social
challenges in the lives of children require our
teachers to wear many different hats. They
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play a vital role in not only setting a solid aca-
demic foundation for all students, but also
teaching our students basic life skills to suc-
ceed in the future. To say the least they are
extraordinarily influential in shaping the lives of
our students.

I would like to thank teachers everywhere
for their time and commitment. As a former
school board member and the husband of an
elementary school teacher I know that teach-
ers do not stop working when the school bell
rings. A teacher’s job never stops. Each day
brings new challenges and new opportunities.
Many evenings are spent reviewing papers
and preparing for the next day’s class, and
teachers often devote their time to extra-
curricular activities on evenings and week-
ends. They have one of the most important
jobs in the country and should be praised for
their diligence in the classroom.

As we mark National Teachers Day this
week, we cannot fail to mention one teacher
in Littleton, Colorado, William Sanders, who
gave his life defending and protecting his stu-
dents. Teachers across the nation share his
love of students and devotion to their well-
being. Unfortunately, he paid the ultimate price
and we should honor and remember his sac-
rifice.

We must provide our teachers with the
means to do their job well. If they don’t, our
children lose. Without an education, our chil-
dren will not be prepared to compete in the
global economy, they will not be empowered
to escape poverty, they will not have the tools
to succeed. But worst of all, they will never
know the joy of challenging and expanding
their minds. It is most appropriate to honor our
teachers who daily engage our children in the
art of learning.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the resolution, and to ex-
press my profound appreciation for the teach-
ers that played such an important role in my
life.

From my days as a student at Roosevelt,
St. Mary’s, Marshall and finally graduation
from Craig Sr. High, my teachers had a posi-
tive impact on my early learning habits as well
as my future successes.

I’d like to single out for recognition, how-
ever, one teacher in particular, Mr. Sam
Loizzo. Sam was my high school United
States Government teacher. What distin-
guishes Sam is his ability to involve students
in all aspects of learning activities. Students
become active participants in the educational
process, not casual observers, and they’re
trained to apply the lessons learned in his
classroom. Sam’s students don’t simply learn
about our government, but they gain an appre-
ciation for the structure and framework by
which this great country was founded.

Sam taught the value of civic responsibility.
He encouraged me to research the role of the
founding fathers and the Constitution. In fact,
Sam was here on Capitol Hill with students
from Craig Sr. High just last week impressing
upon them the very same values he had
shared with me.

For over 20 years, Sam has been building
friendships with his students, one on one rela-
tionships like ours that exist still today. He is
a role model and a friend.

Sam has a remarkable influence upon the
lives of all the students that have an oppor-
tunity to sit in his class. Sam is indeed a credit
to his profession.

Through experience, skill and dedication,
teachers like Sam are creating an environment
in which every child in his or her class feels
important and challenged.

The students of today will soon take active
roles in business, education, government, and
other important positions in society. Today’s
teachers, in coordination with parents and
families, are doing a wonderful job of equip-
ping those students for the tasks they will face
after graduation.

I want to take this opportunity to not only
recognize teachers like Sam, but to thank all
of them for their contributions to future genera-
tions.

Mr. SCHAFFER. Mr. Speaker, today Ameri-
cans celebrate National Teacher Day, a day
set aside to honor dedicated individuals. I
would like to take a moment to recognize edu-
cators of excellence across the Fourth Con-
gressional District for their contribution to our
state.

Teachers are a diverse group. Some teach
children, some adults. Some give instruction in
vocations, others liberal arts. Some educate
children with special needs. Others teach
English to students from other countries.
Some coach basketball. Some are parents
schooling their own children. Although different
in many ways, good teachers have this in
common: They are individuals devoted to ex-
cellence, possessing talent, patience, fortitude,
and a personal love of learning.

Mr. Speaker, as you know, excellence in
education has been the focus of my efforts
since my days in the Colorado State Senate.
As the son of two retired school teachers and
the father of three children who attend public
schools (and one on her way), no issue is
closer to my heart and home. Exceptional
school teachers deserve our admiration, not
only for their hard work but for the shear
weight of their accomplishments—the cultiva-
tion of an educated citizenry. These inspira-
tional individuals give me a glimpse into what
the future can hold if we let it. If we continue
to improve our system by recognizing and
building on the achievements of great edu-
cators, the sky is the limit for American edu-
cation.

Empowering good teachers is essential to
education reform. We can do this by ensuring
more education funds reach the classroom, for
example, by passing the Dollars to the Class-
room Act. This act would require 95 percent of
federal education money be spent in class-
rooms. Currently, as little as 39 cents of every
dollar reaches the classroom. This Act would
increase education spending in Colorado by
as much as $11 million simply through effi-
ciency savings in Washington. More impor-
tantly, this money would go to support teach-
ers, not bureaucrats, and special interests.

After all, studies have shown the single
most important factor in a quality education is
a good teacher. Caring and talented teachers
are of immeasurable worth to our society.
They are the pride of our community and es-
sential to our quality of life. In the words of
Historian Henry Brooks Adams, ‘‘A teacher af-
fects eternity; he can never tell where his influ-
ence stops.’’ Let us honor them today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time
has expired.

The question is on the motion offered
by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
ISAKSON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution,
House Resolution 157.

The question was taken.
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, on that I

demand the yeas and nays.
The yeas and nays were ordered.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate
has concluded on the first three mo-
tions to suspend the rules.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, the
Chair will now put the question on
each motion to suspend the rules on
which further proceedings were post-
poned earlier today in the order in
which those motions were entertained.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H. Con. Res. 84, as amended, by the
yeas and nays;

H. Con. Res. 88, by the yeas and nays;
and

House Resolution 157, by the yeas and
nays.

The Chair will reduce to 5 minutes
the time for the third electronic vote
in this series.

f

URGING CONGRESS AND THE
PRESIDENT TO FULLY FUND IN-
DIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES
EDUCATION ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
concurrent resolution, H. Con. Res. 84,
as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
GOODLING) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 84, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays are ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 413, nays 2,
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 17, as
follows:

[Roll No. 105]

YEAS—413

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Allen
Andrews
Archer
Armey
Bachus
Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bateman
Becerra

Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)

Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Clay
Clayton
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Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crowley
Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Fattah
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)

Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Klink
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntosh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley

Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns

Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Talent
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry

Thune
Thurman
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watt (NC)

Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Weygand
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wise
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—2

Obey Paul

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1

Owens

NOT VOTING—17

Berman
Brown (CA)
Carson
Dingell
Houghton
Istook

Johnson (CT)
Largent
Lucas (OK)
McCrery
Shuster
Simpson

Slaughter
Tiahrt
Watkins
Watts (OK)
Wynn

b 1703

Mr. CLAY changed his vote from
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’

Mr. OWENS changed his vote from
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘present.’’

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution, as amended,
was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

URGING CONGRESS AND THE
PRESIDENT TO INCREASE FUND-
ING FOR PELL GRANTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COBLE). The pending business is the
question of suspending the rules and
agreeing to the concurrent resolution,
H. Con. Res. 88.

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCKEON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the concurrent reso-
lution, H. Con. Res. 88, on which the
yeas and nays are ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that he will reduce to a
minimum of 5 minutes the period of
time within which a vote by electronic
device may be taken on the next mo-
tion to suspend the rules on which the
Chair has postponed further pro-
ceedings.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 397, nays 13,
answered ‘‘present’’ 4, not voting 19, as
follows:

[Roll No. 106]

YEAS—397

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt
Allen

Andrews
Archer
Armey
Bachus

Baird
Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin

Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bateman
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Clement
Coble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Condit
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Cox
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crowley
Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Diaz-Balart
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers
Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge

Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)
Hilleary
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
Jenkins
John
Johnson, E.B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Klink
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaFalce
LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Larson
Latham
LaTourette

Lazio
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntosh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Metcalf
Mica
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Myrick
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel
Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
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Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Salmon
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays
Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton

Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Snyder
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Talent
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thornberry
Thune
Thurman

Tierney
Toomey
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Weygand
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wise
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—13

Clay
Clyburn
Conyers
Hilliard
Nadler

Obey
Paul
Payne
Sanford
Scott

Thompson (MS)
Towns
Waters

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—4

Becerra
Clayton

Martinez
Owens

NOT VOTING—19

Berman
Brown (CA)
Carson
Dingell
Fattah
Houghton
Istook

Johnson (CT)
Largent
Lucas (OK)
McCrery
Roukema
Shuster
Simpson

Slaughter
Tiahrt
Watkins
Watts (OK)
Wynn

f

b 1720

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the concurrent resolution was agreed
to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
HOUSE IN SUPPORT OF AMER-
ICA’S TEACHERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
pending business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the
resolution, House Resolution 157.

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
ISAKSON) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution, H.
Res. 157, on which the yeas and nays
are ordered.

This will be a 5-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 408, nays 1,
not voting 24, as follows:

[Roll No. 107]

YEAS—408

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Aderholt

Allen
Andrews
Archer

Armey
Bachus
Baird

Baker
Baldacci
Baldwin
Ballenger
Barcia
Barr
Barrett (NE)
Barrett (WI)
Bartlett
Barton
Bass
Bateman
Becerra
Bentsen
Bereuter
Berkley
Berry
Biggert
Bilbray
Bilirakis
Bishop
Blagojevich
Bliley
Blumenauer
Blunt
Boehlert
Boehner
Bonilla
Bonior
Bono
Borski
Boswell
Boucher
Boyd
Brady (PA)
Brady (TX)
Brown (FL)
Brown (OH)
Bryant
Burr
Burton
Buyer
Callahan
Calvert
Camp
Campbell
Canady
Cannon
Capps
Capuano
Cardin
Castle
Chabot
Chambliss
Chenoweth
Clay
Clayton
Clement
Clyburn
Coble
Coburn
Collins
Combest
Condit
Conyers
Cook
Cooksey
Costello
Coyne
Cramer
Crane
Crowley
Cubin
Cummings
Cunningham
Danner
Davis (FL)
Davis (IL)
Davis (VA)
Deal
DeFazio
DeGette
Delahunt
DeLauro
DeLay
DeMint
Deutsch
Dickey
Dicks
Dixon
Doggett
Dooley
Doolittle
Doyle
Dreier
Duncan
Dunn
Edwards
Ehlers

Ehrlich
Emerson
Engel
English
Eshoo
Etheridge
Evans
Everett
Ewing
Farr
Filner
Fletcher
Foley
Forbes
Ford
Fossella
Fowler
Frank (MA)
Franks (NJ)
Frelinghuysen
Frost
Gallegly
Ganske
Gejdenson
Gekas
Gephardt
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gillmor
Gilman
Gonzalez
Goode
Goodlatte
Goodling
Gordon
Goss
Graham
Granger
Green (TX)
Green (WI)
Greenwood
Gutierrez
Gutknecht
Hall (OH)
Hall (TX)
Hansen
Hastings (FL)
Hastings (WA)
Hayes
Hayworth
Hefley
Herger
Hill (IN)
Hill (MT)
Hilleary
Hilliard
Hinchey
Hinojosa
Hobson
Hoeffel
Hoekstra
Holden
Holt
Hooley
Horn
Hostettler
Hoyer
Hulshof
Hunter
Hutchinson
Hyde
Inslee
Isakson
Jackson (IL)
Jackson-Lee

(TX)
Jefferson
John
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jones (NC)
Jones (OH)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kasich
Kelly
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilpatrick
Kind (WI)
King (NY)
Kingston
Kleczka
Klink
Knollenberg
Kolbe
Kucinich
Kuykendall
LaFalce

LaHood
Lampson
Lantos
Larson
Latham
LaTourette
Lazio
Leach
Lee
Levin
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lewis (KY)
Linder
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Lofgren
Lowey
Lucas (KY)
Luther
Maloney (CT)
Maloney (NY)
Manzullo
Markey
Martinez
Mascara
Matsui
McCarthy (MO)
McCarthy (NY)
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHugh
McInnis
McIntosh
McIntyre
McKeon
McKinney
McNulty
Meehan
Meek (FL)
Meeks (NY)
Menendez
Metcalf
Millender-

McDonald
Miller (FL)
Miller, Gary
Miller, George
Minge
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Moore
Moran (KS)
Moran (VA)
Morella
Murtha
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nethercutt
Ney
Northup
Norwood
Nussle
Oberstar
Obey
Olver
Ortiz
Ose
Owens
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Pascrell
Pastor
Paul
Payne
Pease
Pelosi
Peterson (MN)
Peterson (PA)
Petri
Phelps
Pickering
Pickett
Pitts
Pombo
Pomeroy
Porter
Portman
Price (NC)
Pryce (OH)
Quinn
Radanovich
Rahall
Ramstad
Rangel

Regula
Reyes
Reynolds
Riley
Rivers
Rodriguez
Roemer
Rogan
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothman
Roukema
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Rush
Ryan (WI)
Ryun (KS)
Sabo
Sanchez
Sanders
Sandlin
Sanford
Sawyer
Saxton
Scarborough
Schaffer
Schakowsky
Scott
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Shadegg
Shaw
Shays

Sherman
Sherwood
Shimkus
Shows
Sisisky
Skeen
Skelton
Smith (MI)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Souder
Spence
Spratt
Stabenow
Stark
Stearns
Stenholm
Strickland
Stump
Stupak
Sununu
Sweeney
Talent
Tancredo
Tanner
Tauscher
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Taylor (NC)
Terry
Thomas
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thornberry

Thune
Thurman
Tierney
Toomey
Towns
Traficant
Turner
Udall (CO)
Udall (NM)
Upton
Velazquez
Vento
Visclosky
Walden
Walsh
Wamp
Waters
Watt (NC)
Waxman
Weiner
Weldon (FL)
Weldon (PA)
Weller
Wexler
Weygand
Whitfield
Wicker
Wilson
Wise
Wolf
Woolsey
Wu
Young (AK)
Young (FL)

NAYS—1

Salmon

NOT VOTING—24

Berman
Brown (CA)
Carson
Cox
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Fattah
Houghton

Istook
Jenkins
Johnson (CT)
Largent
Lucas (OK)
McCrery
Mica
Myrick

Shuster
Simpson
Slaughter
Snyder
Tiahrt
Watkins
Watts (OK)
Wynn

b 1730

So (two-thirds having voted in favor
thereof) the rules were suspended and
the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.

107, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’

Mr. SALMON. Mr. Speaker, I’m recorded as
having voted ‘‘nay’’ on House rollcall vote No.
107. I intended to vote ‘‘yea.’’
f

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
able to be present for rollcall votes 105, 106,
and 107. Had I been present, I would have
voted ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘aye’’ on rollcall votes 105,
106, and 107.
f

REPORT ON H.R. 1664, EMERGENCY
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIA-
TIONS RELATING TO THE CON-
FLICT IN KOSOVO

Mr. YOUNG of Florida, from the
Committee on Appropriations, sub-
mitted a privileged report (Rept. No.
106–125) on the bill (H.R. 1664) making
emergency supplemental appropria-
tions for military operations, refugee
relief, and humanitarian assistance re-
lating to the conflict in Kosovo, and
for military operations in Southwest
Asia for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 1999, and for other purposes,
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which was referred to the Union Cal-
endar and ordered to be printed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COBLE). Pursuant to clause 1 of rule
XXI all points of order against provi-
sions of the bill are reserved.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1598

Mrs. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to withdraw my
name as a cosponsor of H.R. 1598.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

f

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 732

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to have my
name removed as a cosponsor of H.R.
732.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Florida?

There was no objection.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, the
Chair announces that he will postpone
further proceedings today on the re-
maining motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Such rollcall votes, if postponed, will
be taken tomorrow.

f

EXTENDING DEADLINE UNDER
FEDERAL POWER ACT FOR MT.
HOPE WATERPOWER PROJECT

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 459) to extend the dead-
line under the Federal Power Act for
FERC Project No. 9401, the Mt. Hope
Waterpower Project.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 459

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF TIME FOR FERC

PROJECT.
Notwithstanding the time limitations

specified in section 13 of the Federal Power
Act (16 U.S.C. 806), the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission, upon the request of the
licensee for FERC Project No. 9401 (and after
reasonable notice), is authorized, in accord-
ance with the good faith, due diligence, and
public interest requirements of such section
13 and the Commission’s procedures under
such section, to extend the time required for
commencement of construction of such
project until August 3, 2002.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BARTON) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. HALL) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BARTON).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to insert extraneous mate-
rial on the bill, H.R. 459.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,

I yield myself 5 minutes.
(Mr. BARTON of Texas asked and

was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
H.R. 459 extends the construction pe-
riod for a hydroelectric project in the
State of New Jersey. Under section 13
of the Federal Power Act, project con-
struction must begin within 4 years of
issuance of the license. If construction
is not begun by that time, the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission cannot
extend the deadline and must termi-
nate the license.

H.R. 459 grants the project developer
until August 3, 2002, to commence con-
struction if it pursues the commence-
ment of construction in good faith and
with due diligence.

These types of bills have not been
controversial in the past. The bill does
not change the license requirement in
any way. It does not change environ-
mental standards but merely extends
the construction deadline.

There is a need to act, Mr. Speaker,
since the construction deadline for the
Mt. Hope Pumped Storage Project ex-
pires in August of this year. If Con-
gress does not act, the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission will terminate
the license, the project sponsor will
lose $28 million that they have already
invested in the project, and the local
community will lose the prospect of
significant job creation and added reve-
nues. Construction of the Mt. Hope
project will create 1,300 jobs during
construction and generate $254 million
for the local economy. If the Congress
does not act, the local community will
lose these jobs and these revenues.

These extension bills have not proved
controversial in the past. H.R. 459 was
approved by the Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Power of the Committee on
Commerce by unanimous voice vote.
The bill was introduced jointly by the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN) and the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE).

I support H.R. 459, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of

my time.
Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I will be brief, Mr. Speaker. I thank
the chairman of the committee; and I
want to congratulate my colleague, the
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN), for his very hard and
successful bipartisan work on this bill.

He has worked closely with the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FRANK
PALLONE), who is an active member of
our subcommittee, as well as the origi-
nal cosponsor of this legislation. These
two men together have done such an
excellent job of building bipartisan
support that, as the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BARTON) has pointed out, it
was reported out unanimously by both
the Subcommittee on Energy and
Power and the full Committee on Com-
merce.

I know of no objection to this
project; and I am, therefore, pleased to
add our support to the legislation that
would authorize FERC to extend the li-
cense for the Mt. Hope hydroelectric
project for an additional 2 years.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time; and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN), one of the original co-
sponsors whose district the project is
located in.

(Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time; and I rise in strong support
of H.R. 459, legislation I introduced
earlier this year to extend the FERC li-
cense for the Mt. Hope hydroelectric
project by a period of 3 years.

First, let me thank the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. BARTON), the chairman
of the Subcommittee on Energy and
Power, and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. BLILEY), chairman of the full
Committee on Commerce, as well as
the ranking member of the sub-
committee, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL), and my colleague, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FRANK
PALLONE), for moving so expeditiously
on this bill.

Mt. Hope received its original FERC
license in August of 1992. The license
has been extended for 2 years by FERC
and once by Congress in 1995. H.R. 459
would simply ensure that there is addi-
tional time for Mt. Hope to secure the
energy supply contracts to begin the
construction of the proposed facility.

This project is an advanced pumped-
storage hydroelectric plant located in
my district, Morris County, New Jer-
sey. Far from a conventional hydro
plant, this facility will be a closed
cycle system in which water will be
continuously circulated between two
man-made reservoirs.

The project has the strong support of
local government officials and organi-
zations where the project will be built,
namely the New Jersey Business and
Industry Association and the Sierra
Club of New Jersey. This $2 billion
project will be financed entirely by the
private sector with no taxpayers’ dol-
lars used for its construction.

As the chairman has mentioned, the
project will bring approximately 1,300
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jobs to New Jersey and boost our Na-
tion’s economy by adding approxi-
mately $6 billion to the gross national
product during construction.

In a nutshell, this project can serve
as our region’s, northern New Jersey,
New York and that area, as an energy
insurance policy by enhancing the se-
curity of the electrical supply system
for our region.

Mr. Speaker, the project has many
environmental, energy and economic
benefits to the State of New Jersey and
the mid-Atlantic region. The project
has strong support of local and State
officials; and it will help us meet, most
importantly, the goals of the Clean Air
Act. I urge my colleagues to support
the passage of H.R. 459 so we can begin
to realize these benefits.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased
to speak today in support of H.R. 459, to ex-
tend the deadline for the Mt. Hope hydropower
project.

The Federal Power Act allows a licensee
two years to begin construction of a hydro-
electric project once a license is issued. The
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) may extend that deadline, but it may
only do so once and only for two years. If
project construction has not commenced by
this deadline, the commission is required to
terminate the license.

However, there are many obstacles that
often make it difficult for a project to com-
mence construction during either the initial li-
cense time frame or the extension period. Per-
haps the most frequent reason for delay is the
lack of a power purchase agreement, for with-
out such an agreement, it is unlikely that a
project could get financed. This is the case
with the Mt. Hope hydropower project to be lo-
cated in Rockaway Township, Morris County,
in my home state of New Jersey.

Because of the limitations set in the Federal
Power Act, the House has had a long, bipar-
tisan tradition of moving non-controversial li-
cense extensions. I am pleased that Rep-
resentative FRELINGHUYSEN and I could intro-
duce this bill in a bi-partisan manner. The
Commerce Committee unanimously passed
this bill. In addition, the chairman of FERC
wrote a letter to the House Commerce Energy
and Power Subcommittee just a few months
ago indicating his approval for extending the
deadline for this project.

Mr. Speaker, I know of no objection to this
bill, and I urge my colleagues to support the
legislation.

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
I have no further requests for time; and
I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BAR-
TON) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 459.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

LEWIS R. MORGAN FEDERAL
BUILDING AND UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE
Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules

and pass the bill (H.R. 1121) to des-
ignate the Federal building and United
States courthouse located at 18 Green-
ville Street in Newnan, Georgia, as the
‘‘Lewis R. Morgan Federal Building
and United States Courthouse’’.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1121

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The Federal building and United States
courthouse located at 18 Greenville Street in
Newnan, Georgia, shall be known and des-
ignated as the ‘‘Lewis R. Morgan Federal
Building and United States Courthouse’’.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the Federal building and
United States courthouse referred to in sec-
tion 1 shall be deemed to be a reference to
the ‘‘Lewis R. Morgan Federal Building and
United States Courthouse’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS).

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1121 designates the
Federal Building and United States
courthouse in Newnan, Georgia, as the
‘‘Lewis R. Morgan Federal Building
and United States Courthouse’’.

Lewis Morgan was born and raised in
Georgia and went on to earn his law de-
gree from the University of Georgia.

Prior to his appointment to the Fed-
eral bench, Judge Morgan was in pri-
vate practice and served in the Georgia
General Assembly to represent Troup
County. He also served as the adminis-
trative assistant to Congressman Sid-
ney Camp, and during World War II
served in the Signal Corps of the
United States Army. Following the
war, Judge Morgan was a city attorney
for LaGrange and county attorney for
Troup County.

Judge Morgan was appointed as a
United States District Judge for the
Northern District of Georgia in 1961. He
served as chief judge prior to being ap-
pointed to the United States Court of
Appeals for the Fifth Judicial Circuit.

In 1981, Judge Morgan was appointed
to the Eleventh Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. He maintained an active case
load until illness forced him to retire
in 1996.

This is a fitting tribute to a dedi-
cated public servant. I support this bill
and encourage my colleagues to sup-
port it as well.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1121 is a bill to des-
ignate the Federal Building in Newnan,
Georgia, as the ‘‘Lewis R. Morgan Fed-
eral Building and United States Court-
house’’.

Throughout his distinguished legal
career, Judge Morgan has served the
citizens of Georgia with humility,
scholarship, compassion and dignity.
Judge Morgan, a native Georgian, re-
ceived his education in the public
schools in Georgia and received his law
degree from the University of Georgia.
He served in the Georgia General As-
sembly and is a veteran of World War
II.

In August of 1961, he was appointed
as a United States District Judge for
the Northern District of Georgia. Dur-
ing his career, he served on the Court
of Appeals for both the Fifth and the
Eleventh Circuit.
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This designation in honor of Judge
Morgan is widely supported by various
groups, including the Mayor and City
Council of Newnan, the Newnan-
Coweta Bar Association, and the Mayor
and City Council of LaGrange, Georgia.

It is most fitting and proper to honor
the long, distinguished career of Judge
Morgan with this designation. I sup-
port H.R. 1121 and I urge its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield as much time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS).

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize
a man whose record of community
service to the State of Georgia is par-
alleled only by that of his contribu-
tions to the American judicial system.

Judge Lewis Render Morgan was a
judge for the United States Board of
Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit until
his retirement in 1996. During his illus-
trious career, he maintained his office
and chambers in the Federal Building
and Courthouse located in Newnan,
Georgia. Largely because of his efforts,
this facility was constructed in 1968
and stands as a symbol of his integrity
and commitment to American law.
Therefore, it is very appropriate that
the building be named for him.

Mr. Speaker, I will repeat many of
the fine compliments that have already
been made by my colleagues in my re-
marks, but I think this man well de-
serves a repetition of those remarks.

Judge Morgan was born in LaGrange,
Georgia, July 14, 1913. He received his
primary education in the LaGrange
public school system before heading off
to the hills of Ann Arbor to begin a
pre-law program at the University of
Michigan. Those studies culminated
with a law degree from the University
of Georgia in 1935.

Following his graduation, Judge Mor-
gan began a distinguished career of
public contribution to the State of
Georgia, which included service as a
member of the Georgia General Assem-
bly, representing Troup County, Geor-
gia; administrative assistant to the
Honorable A. Sidney Camp, Member of
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Congress; member of the Signal Corps
of the United States Army, World War
II; city attorney for the City of La-
Grange, Georgia; and county attorney
for Troup County, Georgia.

The people of Coweta County were
very fortunate when Judge Morgan was
appointed as a United States District
Court Judge for the Northern District
of Georgia on August 10, 1961. That ap-
pointment served as the beginning of a
long and productive relationship be-
tween Judge Morgan and the Coweta
County residents.

Four years later, he served as Chief
Judge of the Northern District, a posi-
tion which he held until 1968, when he
was appointed as a judge of the United
States Court of Appeals for the Fifth
Circuit. And on October 1, 1981, Judge
Morgan was appointed to the Eleventh
Circuit Court of Appeals.

During that tenure, Judge Morgan
served the Federal judiciary in many
ways, including being a member of the
Judicial Conference of the United
States’ Committee on the Budget from
1969 to 1979, serving as a judge of the
Temporary Emergency Court of Ap-
peals from 1979 to 1987, and as a mem-
ber of the Special Division of the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s Court of Appeals for
Appointing an Independent Counsel
from 1978 to 1988.

Judge Morgan is married to the
former Sue Lorraine Phillips; and they
have two children, Parks Healy and
Sue Ann Morgan Everett. He is a mem-
ber of the American Bar Association,
the American Law Institute, the Amer-
ican Judicature Society, the Georgia
Bar Association, the Troup County Bar
Association, and the Coweta Judicial
Circuit Bar Association.

Throughout his distinguished and
celebrated career, Judge Morgan has
served the City of Newnan, the State of
Georgia, and the United States with
honor and commitment. In recognition
of this service, and for the high esteem
with which he is held by the members
of his community, it is very fitting,
Mr. Speaker, that the site of his office
and chambers bears his name.

I am very honored to have worked
with many individuals in this legisla-
tive process, including the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. BARR) who has sup-
ported this endeavor from the start;
Howard ‘‘Bo’’ Callaway, former Con-
gressman and Secretary of the Army;
L. Keith Brady, Mayor of Newnan and
counsel of Newnan, Georgia; Walter
Jeff Lukken, Mayor of LaGrange, Geor-
gia; the Newnan-Coweta Bar Associa-
tion; the Coweta County Board of Com-
missioners; United States District
Court Judges Jack T. Camp and W.
Homer Drake, Jr.; United States Dis-
trict Court Chief Judge G. Ernest Tid-
well; and many others.

Generations to come will now have a
lasting reminder of what Judge Morgan
has meant and continues to mean to
the City of Newnan, Georgia.

My thanks to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS), sub-
committee chairman, and the gen-

tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHU-
STER), chairman of the Committee on
Transportation, for this legislation,
and to the ranking member for his as-
sistance.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the following resolutions from
the different cities and organizations
praising the accomplishments of Judge
Morgan:

NEWNAN-COWETA BAR ASSOCIATION

Upon motion and second at a regularly
scheduled and noticed meeting of the
Newnan-Coweta Bar Association, the mem-
bers of the Newnan-Coweta Bar Association
unanimously voted to adopt the following
resolution honoring United States Eleventh
Circuit Court of Appeals Judge Lewis Render
Morgan, requesting that the United States
Courthouse and Federal Building located at
18 Greenville Street, Newnan, Georgia be
named in his honor by the United States
Congress.

RESOLUTION

Whereas, Judge Lewis R. Morgan is held in
great esteem by all of the members of the
Newnan-Coweta Bar Association and has
long been a friend of this bar; and

Whereas, five current and active members
of the Newnan-Coweta Bar Association are
fortunate enough to have served as law
clerks for the Judge; and

Whereas, many lawyers and former lawyers
were friends and contemporaries of Judge
Morgan throughout his legal career, includ-
ing Walter D. Sanders, formerly City Attor-
ney for the City of Newnan and county attor-
ney for the county of Coweta; J. Littleton
Glover, attorney for Newnan Utilities; Byron
M. Matthews, former State Court Judge of
Coweta County; Jack T. Camp, United States
District Judge for the Northern District of
Georgia; William F. Lee, Jr., Chief Superior
Court Judge for the Coweta County Circuit;
and W. Homer Drake, Jr., United States
Bankruptcy Judge for the Northern District
of Georgia; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan established his of-
fice and chambers in the City of Newnan
since his original appointment to the Fed-
eral Bench in 1961 through his retirement 35
years later in 1996; and

Whereas, the Federal Court Building was
constructed at its current location in 1968,
largely due to the undertaking of Judge Mor-
gan to locate the facility in the City of
Newnan for the benefit of not only the citi-
zens of Coweta County but also to benefit
citizens throughout the entire Newnan Divi-
sion, Northern District of Georgia; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan has had a pres-
tigious and respected tenure on the judiciary
as well as serving as a member of the Judi-
cial Conference of the United States’ Com-
mittee on the Budget from 1969 to 1979, serv-
ing as Judge of the Temporary Emergency
Court of Appeals from 1979 to 1987, and as a
member of the Special Division of the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s Court of Appeals for Ap-
pointing Independent Counsel from 1978 to
1988; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan had a successful
and thriving private practice wherein he de-
veloped his reputation as a fair, upstanding,
and admired attorney prior to his appoint-
ment to the bench; and

Whereas, in the opinion of the members of
the Newnan-Coweta Bar Association it would
be appropriate for the Federal Building in
Newnan to be named in honor of Judge Lewis
Render Morgan.

Therefore, Be it Resolved that it is our de-
sire that the United States Courthouse and
Federal Building in Newnan be named as the
‘‘Lewis R. Morgan United States Courthouse
and Federal Building’’; and

That it Be Further Resolved that we as an
Association request the aid and support of
the Honorable Mac Collins, United States
Representative in Congress, for the purpose
of introducing and sponsoring the necessary
legislation to effectuate this Resolution in
naming the United States Courthouse and
Federal Building for Judge Lewis R. Morgan.

It is so resolved this 10th day of March 1999.

THE CITY OF NEWNAN, GEORGIA—OFFICE OF
THE CITY COUNCIL

The members of the City Council of the
City of Newnan, in regular meeting assem-
bled, unanimously adopted the following
Resolution concerning the naming of the
United States Courthouse and Federal Build-
ing located at 18 Greenville Street, Newnan,
Georgia, in honor of retired United States
Circuit Judge Lewis Render Morgan:

RESOLUTION

Whereas, Judge Lewis R. Morgan served as
a United States Judge since 1961 until his re-
tirement from active service in 1996, having
first served as a United States District Judge
and later as a United States Circuit Judge;
and

Whereas, Judge Morgan has served the
Federal Judiciary well in many ways during
his prestigious and respected career on the
Bench, including being a member of the Ju-
dicial Conference of the United States’ Com-
mittee on the Budget from 1969 to 1979, serv-
ing as a Judge of the Temporary Emergency
Court of Appeals from 1979 to 1987, and also
serving as a member of the Special Division
of the District of Columbia’s Court of Ap-
peals for Appointing Independent Counsel
from 1978 to 1988; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan enjoyed a most
successful and thriving law practice all over
the West Georgia area prior to his appoint-
ment to the Federal Bench, during which
time he developed his reputation as a fair,
upstanding, and admired attorney; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan has continually es-
tablished his office and chambers in the City
of Newnan since his appointment to the Fed-
eral Bench in 1961 through his retirement 35
years later in 1996; and

Whereas, the Federal Court facility in
Newnan was constructed in 1968, principally
because of the efforts of Judge Morgan; and

Whereas, this Federal facility was consid-
ered, in essence, his building, his idea, and
his dream, and

Whereas, in the opinion of the members of
the City Council of the City of Newnan, it
would be a fitting climax to his career for
this building, that presently has no name, to
be named in honor of Judge Morgan.

Therefore, Be it Resolved that the members
of the City Council of the City of Newnan of-
ficially acknowledge and recognize Judge
Morgan’s long and distinguished service as a
member of the Federal Judiciary, recognize
the high esteem in which he is held by the
citizens of this community, and publicly ex-
tend our grateful appreciation to Judge Mor-
gan for what he has meant, and continues to
mean, to the City of Newnan; and

Therefore, Be it Further Resolved, that it is
our desire that the United States Courthouse
and Federal Building in Newnan be hence-
forth known as the ‘‘Lewis R. Morgan United
States Courthouse and Federal Building’’;
and

Therefore, Be it Further Resolved, that we
respectfully solicit the assistance and sup-
port of the Honorable Mac Collins, United
States Congress, in introducing and spon-
soring legislation in Congress to name this
building for Judge Morgan.

Be it so Resolved and Ordered in regular ses-
sion assembled, this the 9th day of March,
1999.
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TROUP COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION

Upon motion and second at a called and
noticed meeting of the Troup County Bar As-
sociation, the members of the Troup County
Bar Association unanimously voted to adopt
the following resolution honoring United
States Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals
Judge Lewis Render Morgan, requesting that
the United States Courthouse and Federal
Building located at 18 Greenville Street,
Newnan, Georgia be named in his honor by
the United States Congress.

RESOLUTION

Whereas, Judge Lewis R. Morgan is held in
great esteem by all members of the Troup
County Bar Association and has long been a
friend of this bar organization; and

Whereas, many lawyers and former lawyers
of this bar were friends and contemporaries
of Judge Morgan throughout his legal career;
and

Whereas, many lawyers in this bar have
had the honor to practice before Judge Mor-
gan; and,

Whereas, the Federal Court Building was
constructed at its current location in 1968,
largely due to the undertaking of Judge Mor-
gan to locate a facility in the City of
Newnan for the benefit of not only the citi-
zens of Coweta County but also to benefit
citizens in Troup County and throughout the
entire Newnan Division, Northern District of
Georgia; and,

Whereas, Judge Morgan has had a pres-
tigious and respected tenure on the judiciary
as well as serving as a member of the Judi-
cial Conference of the United States’ Com-
mittee on the Budget from 1969 to 1979, serv-
ing as Judge of the Temporary Emergency
Court of Appeals from 1979 to 1987, and as a
member of the Special Division of the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s Court of Appeals for Ap-
pointing Independent Counsel from 1978 to
1988; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan had a successful
and thriving private practice wherein he de-
veloped the reputation as a fair, upstanding,
and admired attorney prior to his appoint-
ment to the bench; and,

Whereas, in the opinion of the members of
the Troup County Bar Association it would
be appropriate and fitting that the Federal
Building in Newnan be named in honor of
Judge Lewis Render Morgan.

Therefore, Be it Resolved that it is our de-
sire that the United States Courthouse and
Federal Building in Newnan be named as the
‘‘Lewis R. Morgan United States Courthouse
and Federal Building’’; and

That it Be Further Resolved that we as an
Association request the aid and support of
the Honorable Mac Collins, United States
Representative to Congress, for the purpose
of introducing and sponsoring the necessary
legislation to effectuate this Resolution in
naming the United States Courthouse and
Federal Building for Judge Lewis R. Morgan.

It is so Resolved, this 24th day of March,
1999.

RESOLUTION

Whereas, Lewis R. (Pete) Morgan, a native
son of Troup County, who after completing
his primary education in the LaGrange pub-
lic schools and receiving his law degree from
the University of Georgia, returned to La-
Grange and practiced law from 1935 to 1961,
several of such years being served as Troup
County attorney as well as attorney for the
City of LaGrange; and

Whereas, the service to this county contin-
ued when he was appointed to the United
States District Court for the Northern Dis-
trict of Georgia; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan served at the
Newnan Division of said court hearing cases
arising from this area including Troup Coun-

ty from 1961 to 1968, at which time he was ap-
pointed as a judge on the United States
Court of Appeals for the Fifth Judicial Cir-
cuit. On October 1, 1981, he was appointed as
a judge to the United States Eleventh Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals where he served until
his retirement; and

Whereas, as a result of his appointment to
the federal bench, Judge Morgan relocated
his office from LaGrange to Newnan, Geor-
gia, the site of the United States District
Courthouse; and

Whereas, the construction of said building
was carried our under the direction of Judge
Morgan thereby making it easier for the citi-
zens of Troup County to conduct any nec-
essary business with the federal courts in a
more convenient location in Newnan; and

Whereas, it appears to this Board that a
lifetime of service to citizens of this county
should be recognized.

Now, Therefore, it is Hereby Resolved that a
copy of this Resolution be mailed to Con-
gressman Bob Barr, representing this county
in the United States Congress, with a re-
quest that Congressman Barr introduce leg-
islation to name the building housing the
United States District Court in Newnan in
honor of Judge Lewis R. Morgan;

It is Hereby Further Resolved that a copy of
this Resolution be spread upon the minutes
of this body as a testament of a lifetime of
service rendered our citizens by Judge Mor-
gan.

Resolved this 6th day of April, 1999
TROUP COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS.

RESOLUTION

Whereas, Judge Lewis R. Morgan served as
a United States Judge since 1961 until his re-
tirement from active service in 1996, having
first served as a United States District Judge
and later as a United States Circuit Judge;
and

Whereas, Judge Morgan has served the
Federal Judiciary well in many ways during
his prestigious and respected career on the
Bench, included being a member of the Judi-
cial Conference of the United States’ Com-
mittee on the Budget from 1969 to 1979, serv-
ing as a Judge of the Temporary Emergency
Court of Appeals from 1979 to 1987, and also
serving as a member of the Special Division
of the District of Columbia’s Court of Ap-
peals for Appointing Independent Counsel
from 1978 to 1988; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan enjoyed a most
successful and thriving law practice all over
the Coweta Judicial Circuit and the West
Georgia area prior to his appointment to the
Federal Bench, during which time he devel-
oped his reputation as a fair, upstanding, and
admired attorney; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan has continually es-
tablished his office and chambers in the City
of Newman since his appointment to the
Federal Bench in 1961 through his retirement
35 years later in 1996; and

Whereas, the Federal Court facility in
Newnan, Coweta County, was constructed in
1968, principally because of the efforts of
Judge Morgan; and

Whereas, this Federal facility was consid-
ered, in essence, his building, his idea, and
his dream; and

Whereas, in the opinion of the members of
the Coweta County Commission, it would be
a fitting climax to his career for this build-
ing, that presently has no name, to be named
in honor of Judge Morgan.

Therefore, be it Resolved, that the members
of the Coweta County Board of Commis-
sioners officially acknowledge and recognize
Judge Morgan’s long and distinguished serv-
ice as a member of the Federal Judiciary,
recognize the high esteem in which he is held
by the citizens of this community, and pub-

licly extend our grateful appreciation to
Judge Morgan for what he has meant, and
continues to mean, to Coweta County; and

Therefore, be it Further Resolved that it is
our desire that the United States Courthouse
and Federal Building in Newman, Coweta
County, Georgia be henceforth known as the
‘‘Lewis R. Morgan United States Courthouse
and Federal Building’’; and

Therefore, be it Further Resolved that we re-
spectfully solicit the assistance and support
of the Honorable Mac Collins, United States
Congress, in introducing and sponsoring leg-
islation in Congress to name this building
for Judge Morgan.

Be it so Resolved and Ordered in Regular
Session lawfully assembled, this the 16th day
of March, 1999.

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR—LAGRANGE, GA
PROCLAMATION

Whereas, Lewis Render Morgan served as a
United States District Judge for the North-
ern District of Georgia from 1951 to 1968 and
was Chief Judge of that Court from 1965 to
1968; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan was appointed to
the United States Court of Appeals for the
Fifth Circuit in 1968 and took Senior Judge
status in 1978 and was appointed to the newly
created Eleventh Circuit in 1981; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan has served the
State of Georgia as a member of the General
Assembly from 1937 to 1939, Attorney for the
City of LaGrange from 1943 to 1946, Attorney
for Troup County from 1957 to 1961, a member
of the Judicial Conference Committee on the
Budget from 1969 to 1979, has served on the
Special Division of the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the District of Columbia Circuit since
1978 and in 1979 was appointed to serve on the
temporary Emergency Court of Appeals; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan made his home and
raised his family in LaGrange, Georgia and
was married to Sue Lorene Phillips, has two
children, Parks Healey Morgan and Sue Ann
Morgan Rogers, and three grandchildren; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan is a member of the
American Bar Association, the American
Law Institute, the American Judicature So-
ciety, the Georgia Bar Association, the
Troup County Bar Association, and the
Coweta Judicial Circuit Bar Association; and

Whereas, Judge Morgan enjoyed a success-
ful and thriving law practice throughout
West Georgia prior to his appointment to the
Federal Bench and developed a reputation as
a fair, outstanding and admired attorney
and, through his efforts, the Federal Court
Facility in Newnan, Georgia was constructed
in 1968.

Now, Therefore Be It Resolved, That the
Mayor and Council of the City of LaGrange,
Georgia desires that the United States
Courthouse and Federal Building in Newnan,
Georgia be henceforth known as the ‘‘Lewis
R. Morgan United States Courthouse and
Federal Building’’; and

Be It Further Resolved, That the City of La-
Grange respectfully solicits the assistance
and support of the Honorable Mac Collins,
United States Congress, in introducing and
sponsoring legislation in Congress to so
name this facility for Judge Lewis Render
Morgan.

Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of H.R. 1121, a bill to des-
ignate the Federal building and United States
courthouse locates in Newman, GA, as the
‘‘Lewis R. Morgan Federal Building and United
States Courthouse.’’

Judge Lewis R. Morgan served as a United
States Judge since 1961 until his retirement
from active service in 1996, having first served
as a United States District Judge and later as
a United States Eleventh Circuit Court Judge.
Judge Morgan sat on the bench for 35 years
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developing a reputation as a fair, upstanding,
and admired judge.

Lewis R. Morgan, a native son of Troup
County, who after completing his primary edu-
cation in the LaGrange, Georgia public school
received his law degree from the University of
Georgia, returned to LaGrange and practiced
law from 1935 to 1961. During that time, he
served the state of Georgia as a Member of
the General Assembly from 1937 to 1939, At-
torney for the City of LaGrange from 1943 to
1946, Attorney for Troup County from 1957 to
1961.

Judge Morgan was appointed as a judge on
the United States Court of Appeals for the
Fifth Judicial Circuit. On October 1, 1981, he
was appointed as a judge to the United States
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals.

In addition, as a member of the bench he
served on the Judicial Conference of the
United States’ Committee on the Budget from
1969 to 1979, serving as Judge of the Tem-
porary Emergency Court of Appeals from 1979
to 1987, and as a member of the Special Divi-
sion of the District of Columbia’s Court of Ap-
peals for Appointing Independent Counsel
from 1978 to 1988.

The idea of naming this building after Judge
Morgan has been endorsed by the Coweta
County and Troup County Board of Commis-
sioners, the City Council of Newnan, the
Newnan-Coweta Bar Association, the Troup
County Bar Association, the Office of the
Mayor of LaGrange and the City Council,
Georgia.

Judge Morgan has established his office
and chamber in the City of Newnan since his
original appointment to the Federal Bench in
1961 through his retirement. The federal court
facility in Newnan, Georgia was constructed in
1968, principally because of the efforts of
Judge Morgan. This facility was considered, in
essence, his building, his idea, and his dream.
Today we take a step in making the dream
after the dreamer, Judge Lewis R. Morgan.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, we have no
other requests for speakers, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRANKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRANKS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1121.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

WILLIAM H. NATCHER BRIDGE
Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 1162) to des-
ignate the bridge on United States
Route 231 that crosses the Ohio River
between Maceo, Kentucky, and Rock-
port, Indiana, as the ‘‘William H.
Natcher Bridge.’’

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1162

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The bridge on United States Route 231 that
crosses the Ohio River between Maceo, Ken-

tucky, and Rockport, Indiana, shall be
known and designated as the ‘‘William H.
Natcher Bridge’’.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the bridge referred to in
section 1 shall be deemed to be a reference to
the ‘‘William H. Natcher Bridge’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS).

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1162 designates the
bridge on U.S. Route 231 over the Ohio
River near Owensboro, Kentucky, as
the ‘‘William H. Natcher Bridge’’ in
honor of our late and former colleague
William Natcher.

Identical legislation was passed
unanimously by this House on June 18,
1996, and on September 22, 1994, but was
never enacted.

Representative Natcher was born in
Bowling Green, Kentucky, in 1909 and
was educated at Western Kentucky
College and the Ohio State University
Law School. His life was dedicated to
public service, serving in the U.S. Navy
during World War II and holding a se-
ries of local and State offices before
being elected to Congress. He moved up
the ranks of the Committee on Appro-
priations, eventually assuming chair-
manship of the full Committee in 1993.

I am proud to have had the privilege
of serving in the House with Congress-
man Natcher. Although well-known for
having cast 18,401 consecutive votes
during his 40 years here, Congressman
Natcher’s accomplishments are much
more than his extraordinary voting
record. He put an extremely high value
on public service and set a very high
standard for himself.

Bill Natcher was always an inspira-
tion to me and I know to many other
Members, as well. He was a gentleman,
a statesman, and a man of unques-
tioned integrity who served this House
and his constituents in Kentucky from
1954 until his death in 1994 with quiet,
unfailing dedication.

The naming of this bridge for Bill
Natcher is a fitting and lasting memo-
rial to our friend and former colleague.
I support this bill and urge my col-
leagues to support it, as well.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I would simply like to
associate my remarks with many of
those of my colleagues who have had
the honor to have known and served
with Mr. Natcher. The distinguished
gentleman from Kentucky represented
the people of Kentucky in Congress for
over 40 years.

This bill, H.R. 1162, has the full sup-
port of the Kentucky delegation. It
would designate a bridge on U.S. Route

231 over the Ohio River between Maceo,
Kentucky, and Rockport, Indiana, as
the ‘‘William H. Natcher Bridge.’’ This
legislation acknowledges the efforts of
Mr. Natcher to construct this bridge.

Mr. Speaker, similar legislation
passed the House in both the 103rd and
104th Congress but failed to be enacted.
I urge a unanimous vote in approving
this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield as much time as he
may consume to my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. LEWIS).

Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to express my support
for H.R. 1162, which designates a new
bridge under construction in
Owensboro, Kentucky, the ‘‘William H.
Natcher Bridge.’’ The House passed
similar legislation in both the 103rd
and 104th Congresses. Unfortunately,
the other body never acted on these
bills.

During consideration of those bills,
however, many Members from both
sides of the aisle shared their experi-
ences about working with Mr. Natcher.
They talked about the dedication and
hard work of my predecessor.

I encourage my colleagues to take a
moment to look at some of those com-
ments. As most Members who served
with Mr. Natcher can attest, he was a
statesman and a true gentleman. While
he will always be remembered on Cap-
itol Hill for never missing a vote dur-
ing his many years in service, he will
be known in the Second District for his
hard work on behalf of his constitu-
ents.

Mr. Natcher was dedicated to making
this bridge a reality due to the benefits
it would bring to the Second District.
He guided this project through Con-
gress and laid the groundwork to as-
sure its completion.

The Commonwealth of Kentucky has
already designated this bridge in honor
of Mr. Natcher. Now it is our responsi-
bility in Washington to do the same.
This bill gives us the chance to recog-
nize his efforts at the Federal level and
provide a visible reminder of this true
friend to Kentucky.

I hope my colleagues will join me and
the members of the Kentucky House
delegation in supporting this legisla-
tion.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield as much time as he
may consume to my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. ROGERS).

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey for
yielding me the time.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this
resolution. I want to commend our col-
league, the gentleman from the Second
District of Kentucky (Mr. RON LEWIS)
for offering this legislation. His prede-
cessor in the Second District, Bill
Natcher, most all of us served with
here in this great body, and knew him
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and knew him to be the epitome of rec-
titude and the very model of what a
U.S. Congressman ought to be.

Bill Natcher was a combined Lou
Gehrig and Cal Ripken. He was the Lou
Gehrig and Cal Ripken of Congress.
Forty-one years of service in this body.

As has been mentioned, he holds the
record for consecutive votes cast, 18,401
over that 41 years of service, never hav-
ing missed a single vote, a record that
I am going to say never will be
matched. It is technically possible but
not very likely.

But Bill Natcher, as we all know, was
more than a consecutive voting streak;
he was a patriot and a statesman. He
was a man of the highest character. He
prided himself in dutifully serving his
district, his great Kentucky, and the
Nation.

As has been mentioned, he was a very
long time member of the Committee on
Appropriations. He served for 18 years
as the chairman of the District of Co-
lumbia Subcommittee, 18 years, and
during that time became known as the
mayor of Washington. In those days,
the chairman of that subcommittee
held great sway in the running of this
city.

And then, of course, we know he
served as chairman of the Sub-
committee on Labor, Health and
Human Services and Education, and
that is where he really made his mark.
His tenure was marked by a strong
commitment to programs that bene-
fitted the general welfare of our popu-
lation. He was a man of commitment.

I am going to quote him here. He
said, ‘‘I have always believed that if
you take care of the health of your
people and educate your children, you
continue living in the strongest coun-
try in the world.’’

In 1992, at the age of 83, he ascended
to become chairman of the full Com-
mittee on Appropriations. He liked to
laughingly say that he had sat next to
the chairman waiting to assume the
seat for some, I think, 25 years, Jamie
Whitten. And finally, in 1992, he as-
sumed that chair. He continued his rep-
utation as a fair and responsible law-
maker.

b 1800

Bill Natcher’s contributions to this
country, to Kentucky, and to this body
were so many, we never may fully ap-
preciate all that he did and meant to
all of us.

But one contribution that will cer-
tainly be appreciated by the residents
of the Second District of Kentucky is
that bridge extending over the Ohio
River into Indiana. Methodically Bill
Natcher labored to erect that bridge
for his constituents and for the better-
ment of the State, and it was unable to
be finished, of course, during his life-
time, unfortunately. But the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. LEWIS) has
taken up the task, and he has persist-
ently fought to get the money and the
authorization and the wherewithal to
finish what bill Natcher had begun.

I want to commend the gentleman
from Kentucky (Mr. LEWIS), Bill
Natcher’s very worthy successor, for
continuing Bill Natcher’s legacy and
diligently working for the people of
that great district and especially to
finish the construction on this bridge,
and now to name that bridge the Wil-
liam H. Natcher Bridge, something
that all of us will be proud of until the
day we die and our kids will continue
believing is worthy of that name for
many, many decades to come. It will be
a daily reminder to Bill Natcher’s
former beloved constituents of his tre-
mendous service to our Nation.

This is a fitting tribute to Ken-
tucky’s former dean, and I am honored
to urge support unanimously of this
measure.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. DUNCAN).

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey for
yielding me this time. I wanted to take
just a minute to express my apprecia-
tion to him and to the Speaker and to
others who have brought this bill to
the floor of the House here tonight.

I had the great privilege of knowing
Congressman Natcher personally and
working closely with him for several
years.

What is interesting to me is just this
morning I had a group from the First
Baptist Church of Athens, Tennessee,
on the floor of the House, showing
them around the Capitol. I showed
them the voting card that we each
have and told them how we voted in
the names, how they light up on the
wall and so forth. One of the women in
that group asked me about the man
who broke the record, having the most
consecutive votes, and so I told them
about Congressman Bill Natcher, and
that is who they were talking about.

Because I know, as has already been
mentioned, he did not miss a rollcall
vote for more than 40 years. He had a
record that will never be broken. It
will never be surpassed. He was so dedi-
cated to this institution and so dedi-
cated to this country.

He did many, many wonderful things
for the District of Columbia during his
time that he chaired the D.C. Appro-
priations Subcommittee. In fact, I
think for a while he was called or fre-
quently referred to as the Mayor of the
District of Columbia for many years.

But he did many, many other things,
also, in his work for the Committee on
Appropriations. In this time of such big
spending on campaigns, I remember
that he used to pride himself in the
fact that he spent I think only about
$10 or $15 or something on some of his
campaigns. He would spend a little gas
money driving around the district.

It was phenomenal what he did in his
campaigns and in his voting record,
never missing a vote. I remember one
time hearing that his wife was sick at
home. Maybe somebody has already
mentioned this. But his wife was sick

in the hospital in Bowling Green. He
flew for like 2 straight weeks each
night after the House would get out of
session. He would fly home to Nash-
ville, drive I think 60 miles or so to
Bowling Green or 70 miles, spend the
night with her, fly back the next morn-
ing, and then do the same thing over
again the next day and did that for 2
weeks. The lengths that he went to to
keep up this record.

He was a great American. I do not
think that we really could pay enough
honor and tribute to William Natcher,
who was the epitome of what a United
States Congressman should be. I
strongly support this legislation.

Mr. PETRI. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong
support of this bill. I think it only appropriate to
honor our late friend and colleague by desig-
nating in his name this bridge, for which he
fought so hard during his legendary tenure in
this Chamber.

Bill Natcher will always be remembered for
his determination and longevity, but it was his
commitment to the people of the second dis-
trict of Kentucky and his love and respect for
this body that inspired us all.

Today we have the opportunity to create a
lasting memorial honoring Bill Natcher’s name.

I strongly urge that we pass H.R. 1162 and
do just that.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COBLE). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. FRANKS) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 1162.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

ROBERT K. RODIBAUGH UNITED
STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT-
HOUSE

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the Senate bill (S. 460) to des-
ignate the United States courthouse lo-
cated at 401 South Michigan Street in
South Bend, Indiana, as the ‘‘Robert K.
Rodibaugh United States Bankruptcy
Courthouse’’.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 460

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF ROBERT K.

RODIBAUGH UNITED STATES BANK-
RUPTCY COURTHOUSE.

The United States courthouse located at
401 South Michigan Street in South Bend, In-
diana, shall be known and designated as the
‘‘Robert K. Rodibaugh United States Bank-
ruptcy Courthouse’’.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the United States court-
house referred to in section 1 shall be deemed
to be a reference to the ‘‘Robert K.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2593May 4, 1999
Rodibaugh United States Bankruptcy Court-
house’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS)
and the gentleman from Mississippi
(Mr. SHOWS) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS).

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 460 designates the
United States courthouse in South
Bend, Indiana, as the ‘‘Robert K.
Rodibaugh United States Bankruptcy
Courthouse.’’ Judge Rodibaugh served
the northern district of Indiana in the
area of bankruptcy law since his ap-
pointment as a bankruptcy judge in
1960. During his tenure he oversaw the
growth of the bankruptcy court from
one small courtroom with a part-time
referee and a clerk’s office of four em-
ployees in South Bend to four separate
courtrooms located throughout north-
ern Indiana. In 1985, Judge Rodibaugh
was appointed Chief Bankruptcy Judge
and assumed senior status in 1986.

Judge Rodibaugh has fulfilled his du-
ties as a referee and a judge in bank-
ruptcy proceedings with patience, fair-
ness, dedication and legal scholarship,
which is most worthy of recognition. It
is a fitting tribute to honor him and
his accomplishments in this manner
today.

This marks the third time the House
has passed legislation honoring Judge
Rodibaugh. I am pleased to note that
this bill passed the other body earlier
this year, and we can safely say that
the third time is the charm.

I support this act and urge my col-
leagues to support it as well.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I join in supporting S.
460, a bill to designate the Federal
bankruptcy court in South Bend, Indi-
ana, as the ‘‘Robert K. Rodibaugh
United States Bankruptcy Court-
house.’’

As my colleagues all know, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. ROEMER) in-
troduced an identical bill in the 104th
and 105th Congress. Unfortunately, the
Senate did not consider these measures
before it adjourned.

Judge Rodibaugh has served the citi-
zens of Indiana with honor and distinc-
tion since 1960 and at the age of 80
years is one of the Nation’s most senior
judges.

Judge Rodibaugh is a native of Elk-
hart County, Indiana, and received his
education in the public schools. He
graduated from Notre Dame and re-
ceived his law degree from Notre Dame
in 1941.

During his judicial career, he has
seen the rapid growth of the bank-
ruptcy courts. He has seen the courts
grow from one small courtroom with a
part-time referee and a clerk’s office

with four employees to four different
courtrooms in the cities of South Bend,
Fort Wayne, Gary and Lafayette.

Judge Rodibaugh is an active mem-
ber of the Board of Governors of the St.
Joseph County Bar Association, the
Boy Scouts of America, the Red Cross
and the National Conference of Bank-
ruptcy Judges.

Judge Rodibaugh is noted for his fair-
ness, dedication and legal scholarship.
He has set an example for his judicial
clerks with his high standards and ju-
dicial excellence. It is fitting and prop-
er to honor Judge Rodibaugh with this
designation.

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
support of S. 460 which recognizes the out-
standing public service record of Judge Robert
Kurtz Rodibaugh, a loyal and dedicated friend,
and the senior bankruptcy judge for the South
Bend Division of the Northern District of Indi-
ana.

It is truly a great honor for me to recognize
Judge Rodibaugh, who has consistently dem-
onstrated generosity and selfless dedication to
the citizens and legal community of Northern
Indiana.

Mr. Speaker, as you may recall, I introduced
identical legislation which was passed by the
House of Representatives during the last Con-
gress. I was honored to sponsor this legisla-
tion and pleased that the entire Indiana Con-
gressional delegation cosponsored my bill.

Unfortunately, the measure was not consid-
ered by the U.S. Senate before the 105th
Congress adjourned. However, this legislation
was reintroduced by the senior Senator of In-
diana, RICHARD LUGAR, and passed by the full
Senate last month. This Senate-passed bill, S.
460, now under consideration, designates the
recently dedicated courthouse on the corner of
Western and South Michigan Streets in South
Bend, Indiana in honor of Judge Rodibaugh
and his numerous contributions to the legal
community.

Last year, I also had the privilege to attend
the dedication ceremony for the ‘‘Robert K.
Rodibaugh United States Bankruptcy Court-
house.’’ While this courthouse has already
been dedicated, I believe that S. 460 is an ap-
propriate way to express our gratitude for
Judge Rodibaugh’s life-long dedication to pub-
lic service.

Judge Rodibaugh is recognized by his com-
munity and his peers as an honorable man
worthy of such a tribute. He is highly regarded
throughout the entire country and has been a
pillar of the community. Moreover, he is great-
ly respected by other judges and the bank-
ruptcy bar in Northern Indiana. Since his initial
appointment as a referee in bankruptcy in No-
vember 1960 and throughout his legal career
as a bankruptcy judge, Judge Rodibaugh has
served the citizens and legal community of the
Northern District of Indiana wisely, efficiently,
and honorably.

A native of Elkhart County, Indiana, Judge
Rodibaugh graduated from the University of
Notre Dame with a Bachelor of Science de-
gree in 1940 and attended the University of
Notre Dame Law School, where he served as
the Associate Editor of the Notre Dame Law
Review between 1940 and 1941.

Judge Rodibaugh received his Juris Doctor
degree in 1941. After gaining his admittance
to practice law in 1941, Judge Rodibaugh en-
tered active duty as a private in the United

States Army. He was discharged in 1946 as a
Captain after serving in the infantry and ar-
mored forces during World War II.

Following his release, Judge Rodibaugh en-
tered private practice in 1946. He also served
as the Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the
60th Judicial Circuit, in St. Joseph County, In-
diana, from 1948 to 1950, and again from
1953 to 1957. In addition, Judge Rodibaugh
served as Attorney for the St. Joseph County
Board of Zoning Appeals between 1958 and
1960.

Mr. Speaker, Judge Rodibaugh received the
33 Years of Distinguished Service to Bench
and Bar Award from the Bankruptcy Judges of
the Seventh Circuit in 1993, the 50 Year Gold-
en Career Award from the Indiana State Bar
Association in 1991, and the Notre Dame Law
School’s Distinguished Alumnus Award in
1991. Some of the significant cases that
Judge Rodibaugh has decided include
Papelow v. Foley and In the Matter of John
Kelly Jeffers. Judge Rodibaugh has always
enjoyed the challenge of bankruptcy law and
has a special talent for working with corporate
reorganizations.

Recently, Judge Rodibaugh said: ‘‘I still
think bankruptcy law is one of the most fas-
cinating areas of the law. When a reorganiza-
tion is successful, it is a satisfying feeling.’’

Mr. Speaker, throughout his tenure, Judge
Rodibaugh has presided over the growth of
the bankruptcy court in Northern Indiana from
one small courtroom with a part-time referee
and a clerk’s office of two employees in South
Bend, Indiana, to four different courtrooms in
the cities of South Bend, Fort Wayne, Gary,
and Lafayette, Indiana, with four full-time
judges and a clerk’s office of over forty em-
ployees. According to his colleague, Judge
Harry Dees, also a bankruptcy judge for the
Northern District of Indiana: ‘‘Judge Rodibaugh
never complained about all the weekly trav-
eling, he just did it.’’

Moreover, Judge Rodibaugh has fulfilled his
duties as a bankruptcy judge with patience,
fairness, dedication and legal scholarship
which is most worthy of recognition. His high
standards have benefitted the many law clerks
and judicial personnel who have served under
his tutelage, the lawyers who have practiced
before the bankruptcy court, as well as the
citizens residing in the Northern District of In-
diana.

In 1985, Judge Rodibaugh was appointed
Chief Judge of the U.S. Bankruptcy Court for
the Northern District of Indiana. He served in
that position until he assumed full-time recall
status as a senior judge one year later. Today,
Judge Rodibaugh continues in this position,
carrying a full case load, and he has no plans
to cut back on his work with the court. Cur-
rently, Judge Rodibaugh and his wife, Eunice,
live in South Bend, Indiana.

Mr. Speaker, it is important for me to indi-
cate that the firm of Panzica Development
Company with Western Avenue Properties,
LLC, graciously agreed to name the new pri-
vately-owned courthouse building in Judge
Rodibaugh’s honor, owing to his unblemished
character and numerous professional achieve-
ments in the bankruptcy field.

I am confident that the ‘‘Robert K.
Rodibaugh United States Bankruptcy Court-
house’’ is an appropriate title for the new
bankruptcy court facility. Judge Radibaugh is a
shining example of the importance of public
service, whose tireless contributions provide
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an invaluable service to our community. I am
confident that Judge Rodibaugh will continue
to play a constructive and important role in our
community, and will continue to serve as a
powerful inspiration to all of those who come
into contact with him.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRANKS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 460.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

HURFF A. SAUNDERS FEDERAL
BUILDING

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the Senate bill (S. 453) to des-
ignate the Federal building located at
709 West 9th Street in Juneau, Alaska,
as the ‘‘Hurff A. Saunders Federal
Building’’.

The Clerk read as follows:
S. 453

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION OF HURFF A. SAUN-

DERS FEDERAL BUILDING.
The Federal building located at 709 West

9th Street in Juneau, Alaska, shall be known
and designated as the ‘‘Hurff A. Saunders
Federal Building’’.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the Federal building re-
ferred to in section 1 shall be deemed to be
a reference to the ‘‘Hurff A. Saunders Fed-
eral Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. Shows)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS).

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, S. 453 designates the
Federal building in Juneau, Alaska as
the ‘‘Hurff A. Saunders Federal Build-
ing.’’

Hurff A. Saunders was a resident of
Alaska who played an instrumental
role in the State’s history both as a
territory and as a State. Prior to World
War II, he emigrated from South Da-
kota to Ketchikan, Alaska, where he
accepted a civilian engineering posi-
tion with the United States Coast
Guard. During the war he played a crit-
ical role in the ability of the United
States Navy and Coast Guard to navi-
gate the North Pacific waters by cor-
rectly determining the latitude and

longitude of various key aids to navi-
gation that were misidentified on offi-
cial charts at that time.

Following the war, Mr. Saunders re-
turned to a civil engineering position
with the Federal Government. In this
position, he supervised several public
works projects, completing the projects
on schedule and within budget.

In 1966, prior to his retirement, Mr.
Saunders successfully completed his
final Federal construction project, the
Juneau Federal Building, Post Office
and United States Courthouse, which is
the building we designate in his honor
today.

This is a fitting tribute to a dedi-
cated public servant. I support this act.
I urge my colleagues to support it as
well.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, Senate bill 453 is a bill
to designate the Federal building in
Juneau, Alaska in honor of Hurff A.
Saunders. Mr. Saunders was a lifelong
Alaskan who helped write chapters of
Alaska’s history.

He was a civil engineer for the United
States Coast Guard in charge of con-
structing the Juneau Federal Building
which was completed on budget and on
schedule. Mr. Saunders later supervised
many public works projects for the ter-
ritory and later the State of Alaska.
His work on correcting the naviga-
tional charts for the waters in south-
east Alaska aided the Navy and the
Coast Guard during World War II.

Mr. Saunders was widely respected
and viewed as a dedicated public serv-
ant, a devoted father, and beloved hus-
band who lived a full life and died
peacefully at the age of 94.

Mr. Speaker, the City of Juneau and
the Juneau Rotary Club both passed
unanimous resolutions supporting this
designation. Also, the American Soci-
ety of Civil Engineers and the Society
of Professional Engineers adopted reso-
lutions urging this distinction be be-
stowed upon Mr. Saunders.

It is fitting and in recognition of his
outstanding contributions to Alaskan
life that the Federal building in Ju-
neau, Alaska, be designated the Hurff
A. Saunders Federal Building.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further requests for
time, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRANKS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the Senate bill, S. 453.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

J.J. ‘‘JAKE’’ PICKLE FEDERAL
BUILDING

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 118) to designate
the Federal building located at 300 East
8th Street in Austin, Texas, as the
‘‘J.J. ‘Jake’ Pickle Federal Building’’.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 118

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The Federal building located at 300 East
8th Street in Austin, Texas, shall be known
and designated as the ‘‘J.J. ‘Jake’ Pickle
Federal Building’’.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the Federal building re-
ferred to in section 1 shall be deemed to be
a reference to the ‘‘J.J. ‘Jake’ Pickle Federal
Building’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS).

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 118 designates the
Federal building in Austin, Texas, as
the ‘‘J.J. ‘Jake’ Pickle Federal Build-
ing.’’

Congressman Pickle began his long
career in public service by serving 31⁄2
years with the United States Navy in
the Pacific during World War II. Fol-
lowing the war, Congressman Pickle
returned to Austin, Texas, and held po-
sitions in the private and public sec-
tors. He served his party ably as execu-
tive director of the Texas State Demo-
cratic Party.

In 1963, he was elected to the United
States House of Representatives in a
special election to fill a vacant seat
created by Congressman Thornberry’s
resignation. He was then reelected to
the next 15 succeeding Congresses,
until his retirement on January 3, 1995.
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During his tenure in Congress, Con-
gressman Pickle provided a strong
voice on civil rights issues. He vigor-
ously advocated and supported such
historic legislation as the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 and the Voting Rights Act.
For over 30 years Congressman Pickle
continuously worked on behalf of civil
rights issues and equal opportunities
for women and minorities.

In addition, as chair of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means’ Sub-
committee on Oversight and the Sub-
committee on Social Security, he
worked to shape the system of Medi-
care to assure that it fulfilled its in-
tended purpose of providing basic
health care for those in need, and tire-
lessly fought for the future of Social
Security.
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Congressman Pickle was a dedicated

public servant who remained close to
his Texas constituents. Thus it is fit-
ting legislation that honors him here
today.

Mr. Speaker, I support this bill and
encourage my colleagues to support it
as well.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 118 is a bill to des-
ignate a building located at 300 East
8th Street in Austin, Texas, as the
‘‘J.J. ‘Jake’ Pickle Federal Building.’’
It is a pleasure and an honor to support
this bill intended to honor the signifi-
cant contributions of our dear friend,
Jake Pickle.

As we all know, Jake was a native
Texan and very proud of his heritage.
He was educated in public schools and
was graduated from the University of
Texas in 1938. Jake is a World War II
veteran, serving his country in the Pa-
cific arena.

Jake entered politics after a special
election to fill the seat of Homer
Thornberry. Officially he began his
service in the House in December of
1963. Jake immediately showed his
mettle and joined five other southern
Members who voted in favor of Presi-
dent Johnson’s Civil Rights Act of 1964.
He further demonstrated his support
for equal rights by voting for the Vot-
ing Rights Act.

Jake was a close friend of President
Johnson, and his friendship and with
Mrs. Johnson continues strong even
today. Due to his closeness with the
Johnson family and President John-
son’s administration, Jake often served
as a personal historian for one of the
greatest American Presidents.

Jake himself is best known for his
devotion and dedication to his con-
stituents and his extensive community
involvement. It is with great pleasure
that I join the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DOGGETT) and others in supporting
this very worthwhile bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. DOGGETT).

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr.
SHOWS) for yielding this time to me,
and of course I join in support of this
measure that is before the House now.
But we find ourselves in the curious
situation this afternoon that this is
one of the rare occasions, perhaps the
first since I have been a Member of this
body, that the House has moved faster
than we have been told on the schedule
instead of slower, and so we have actu-
ally this afternoon proceeded with the
approval of a piece of legislation in
which I am most interested that will
rename our Federal Building in Austin,
Texas, for Congressman J.J. ‘‘Jake’’
Pickle, my predecessor. And so I come
with shortened remarks, hoping not to
say anything that would cause us to re-
consider this legislation which I am
most appreciative to my colleague

from New Jersey and our colleague
from West Virginia for their prompt
approval in the committee.

Mr. Speaker, basically we had two
choices. We could either try to paint
that Federal building pickle green, or
we could simply put a plaque up dedi-
cating it as the J.J. ‘‘Jake’’ Pickle
Federal Building, and so the House
chose the more practical approach of
putting his name on the building. This
is actually legislation that this House
approved in the last session of Congress
last year. Unfortunately, the Senate,
which moves a little slower sometimes,
they usually get an hour to speak when
we get a minute, did not get this piece
of legislation passed last session, and
we are hoping that they will react to it
as speedily as the House has considered
it this afternoon.

Let me just say a few words, and
there are several of my colleagues from
the Texas delegation and beyond north
Texas, I believe New York State, that
may want to offer comments in support
of this legislation.

Jake Pickle served central Texas for
some 31 years. I first came to know
him as a high school senior at Austin
High School where I was in class with
his daughter, Peggy, and he was elect-
ed the year that I was a senior at Aus-
tin High School. He has really been the
only Congressman who has ever served
our district during the time that I was
growing up and living there in central
Texas, and he along with his great wife
Beryl have served our community with
the greatest distinction.

This is certainly not the first and
probably not the last monument to his
service. The Pickle Research Campus
at the University of Texas is where
much of the development that pro-
duced the success that we have had in
central Texas with high technology
had its origin through public-private
partnerships beginning right there at
the University of Texas. During his
tenure here in Congress that was a real
priority of Congressman Pickle, and it
is most appropriate that it should bear
his name.

And most recently, just within the
past month, I have been participating
in the many dedication ceremonies at
the new Austin-Bergstrom Inter-
national Airport. We have managed to
dedicate just about everything in that
airport except for some of the luggage
carousels and the storage closets, but
in particular and first in our dedica-
tions, we dedicated one of the new run-
ways to Congressman Pickle because
even after his service here in the
House, he continued to work on our
Airport Advisory Committee to ensure
that this airport was completed and
that it had an all-weather runway that
would meet the needs of our commu-
nity not only for hauling passengers
around the world, but hauling the
cargo that is so very important to our
technology industries there in central
Texas.
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So it is now that ‘‘onward through

the fog’’ in central Texas is more than
a bumper sticker at Oat Willie’s. It is
the center, the indication, that the
Pickle runway along with the LBJ run-
way at that new airport are available
to serve our community, whatever the
conditions.

I have to say that I will feel just a
little better going home, and perhaps
some of my Democratic colleagues will
want to join me, knowing that when
one lands there in Austin they either
get the LBJ runway or the J.J. Jake
Pickle runway, and when they pull up
to the terminal they come into the
Barbara Jordan terminal. So that is a
pretty good place for those of us on
this side of the aisle or either side of
the aisle to call home, to come in and
see the capital city of the great State
of Texas.

Congressman Pickle was a distin-
guished veteran, distinguished former
Student Body President of the Univer-
sity of Texas at Austin. I do not know
what it is in the water up at Big
Spring, but he is well into his eighties
now, and he and I know a number of his
classmates gathered there in Austin
awhile back. They seemed to have
something good going on up there be-
cause he remains a very vigorous force
in our community.

Here in the Congress, he is remem-
bered as one of the few Members from
the south who had the courage to vote
for the Civil Rights Act of 1964, for the
Voting Rights Act; and he still is
proud, and justly so, of the call that he
received from President Johnson at 2:00
a.m. in the morning after that vote to
commend him for his courage.

There are many tall tales that he has
about the work on the Great Society
there in the Federal building that we
are naming in his honor with President
Johnson, where the President had an
apartment and an office that remains
in generally the condition that it was
in when he left the presidency. I am
confident that at least a few of those
tales are true, because there was much
good accomplished by these two good
friends and partners working together
not only for central Texas but for our
entire country.

Of course, Congressman Pickle’s
service on the Committee on Ways and
Means, where he played a major role in
addressing both Social Security and
preserving and continuing it, and Medi-
care addressed issues that we face once
again in Congress, but we are able to
deal with them now because of the
good work that he contributed over the
years.

Jake Pickle never turned down the
chance to help a neighbor, and that is
perhaps his greatest legacy, not just
what he accomplished in this room but
his accessibility and his willingness to
be available when people had problems
in our community with various aspects
of the Federal bureaucracy.

So naming our Federal building in
Austin after Congressman Pickle is the
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most appropriate symbol of our admi-
ration, our respect and our apprecia-
tion for his true public service, and I
am hopeful that the Senate will move
quickly on this legislation this year
and speedily approve it.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. HALL).

Mr. HALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
am honored to get to say a word or so
about Jake Pickle.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DOGGETT) and others have talked about
all of his attainments, his acquisitions
and his honors. I guess I just want to
talk about Jake Pickle, the good guy
that I knew.

I have probably known him longer
than any Member of this Congress. I
have known Jake since I was about 20
years old. I am 75 years old, and Jake
would say that he is much younger
than I am.

People are proud of him all the way
from Roscoe, Texas, where he was born
out in far west Texas, Big Spring, Aus-
tin. He knows everybody. Everybody
knows Jake. There was no better Mem-
ber of Congress, no one more persua-
sive, no one that could get something
done because everybody liked Jake and
everybody wanted to help Jake, and
Jake knew everybody in the world.

Allan Shivers, John Connally, of
course, LBJ, Joe Kilgore, all the mov-
ers and shakers. Jake was a close per-
sonal friend of theirs, and they felt a
brotherly feeling, and people in this
Congress felt like Jake was a brother
to them because he loved them and
they loved him.

I just know of no public servant that
has been any better than Jake. I first
knew him when he was in a PR firm
there in Austin, a young man, hand-
some, of course, and part of the Lyndon
Johnson team from the word go. They
have had great Members of Congress to
serve Travis County and the area
around: LBJ, Homer Thornberry, Jake
Pickle, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
DOGGETT) doing a superb job of rep-
resenting that area today.

Jake was always the same. That is
what I liked about him. He was always
the same. He was always cordial. He
was always smiling. He always knew
everyone, and he was always persua-
sive.

He could have a bill that he had in-
troduced, moving something out of
someone else’s district that they liked
into Travis County and he was so per-
suasive he could make them think it
helped them more than it did him.
That was the Jake Pickle I knew and
loved. I wish him the best, I wish Beryl
the best because they are the best. God
bless this couple and God bless this oc-
casion for Jake Pickle.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. GILMAN).

(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRANKS) for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to once
again voice support for this measure
honoring Jake Pickle. Jake was a
friend of most of us here in the Con-
gress, I virtually would say all of us in
the Congress, when he served over 30
years in great public service to our Na-
tion.

I knew Jake as an expert on Social
Security. I knew Jake as a traveler
when we went overseas together and
his good wife Beryl traveled with us.
Jake is someone we have long missed
in the Congress. He had a good word for
all of us, and I think it is highly appro-
priate that this building be named for
a deserving public servant.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GONZALEZ).

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, it is
my own honor to rise and offer these
remarks in support of the measure that
would name the Federal building in
Austin, Texas, after former Represent-
ative Jake Pickle.

As many that are gathered here to-
night know that my father served in
this Congress for 37 years and, of
course, shared every one of those years,
at least 31 of those years, with Jake
Pickle as his esteemed colleague.

We will hear stories often expressed
by Jake Pickle and my father regard-
ing the many rides they would take
back to their district on Air Force One
when LBJ was the President. They will
always talk about the Civil Rights Act
and the great vote of 1964 and the 2:00
a.m. phone call that President Johnson
made to Jake Pickle, which is an inter-
esting story in and of itself. The real
story, though, lies in the phone calls
that both my father and Jake Pickle
received from LBJ before the vote.

Jake Pickle is an extraordinary man,
and I have had the great privilege of
knowing him since I was a teenager.
When I went to college in Austin and
Jake Pickle was back in the district,
he would come to the State capital
where many of the students would
work. And he would come in there and
he would mentor us and he would coun-
sel us.

He is a great man in many, many re-
spects, not just a great representative
but everything that we should aspire to
as public officials. He is the kind of in-
dividual that will take the time, from
the busiest of schedules, and do it the
old way and that is to sit with the per-
son, to meet with them, to listen, to
understand them and then give good,
sage counsel and advice.

To Jake Pickle, I think it would be
the greatest honor but truly it would
be something that would remind us
every day of what public service is all
about.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GREEN).

(Mr. GREEN of Texas asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
am honored tonight to stand in support

of H.R. 118 designating the J.J. Jake
Pickle Federal Building in Austin,
Texas. This is a fitting tribute to a
unique Texan and former Member of
Congress. I hope Jake and his wife are
watching tonight in Austin, Texas.

Jake Pickle is a legend to me, and
even by Texas standards he is a legend.
He put himself through college during
the Depression, worked for President
Roosevelt’s National Youth Adminis-
tration, served in the Pacific in World
War II and started a radio station in
central Texas, and he represented the
Tenth District from 1963 to 1995.

He had a long, distinguished career
that my other colleagues have talked
about, chairman of the Subcommittee
on Social Security of the Committee
on Ways and Means. At one time even
with the famous Claude Pepper, Jake
Pickle won out on the Social Security
reform bill with Claude Pepper.

Mr. Speaker, Jake has a book just
simply called ‘‘Jake,’’ and a couple of
years ago on Father’s Day my daughter
was a student at the University of
Texas and she went over and had Jake
sign his book for me. And Jake talked
to my daughter, and she has now grad-
uated, and Jake was talking about
some of his stories. His book is great
on stories about Congress. I am just
going to tell one of them because it is
a great story.

Jake is known for his storytelling
abilities, and anybody who wants to
read some great stories needs to look
up that book at the Library of Con-
gress and ask for ‘‘Jake.’’ It would
probably make him happy if we even
bought it.

Jake served so many years, and in
one of the chapters in his book, chapter
35, there is a great story that, in 1957 or
1958, Governor Price Daniel and Jake
were in El Paso attending the State
Democratic Executive Committee. At
the time, the State of Chihuahua and
Texas were instigating a program to
eradicate the yellow boll weevil. So the
Governor was in El Paso to officially
give credence to the boll weevil eradi-
cation program as well.

Their party stayed in El Paso, but
they went across the border to Juarez.
In Juarez, there was a good band and a
floor show. So the manager looked
around and he had heard the governor
of Texas was in the party but he wished
no publicity. The governor did not
want it known, this was in the 1950s,
that he was in a bar in Mexico, particu-
larly since most of Texas was dry then,
particularly the part Governor Daniel
was from in east Texas.

When their group arrived at the bar,
they were seated at a long table near
the band. Governor Daniel was a Bap-
tist and a teetotaler, and he never
drank, but he liked Cokes. And every
once in awhile he would say well, Jake,
I will take a Coke.

Jake said he would go up to the bar-
tender and ask the bartender to go
ahead and put a shot of bourbon in it.
He always asked for Cokes.

Anyway, the funny part of the story
is that everything went fine for a few
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minutes and the band having played
some lively tunes from Mexico sud-
denly stopped and they had a drum
roll. The governor looked around and
looked at Jake and the band leader
then announced on the mike, we are
proud to have with us tonight the gov-
ernor of the State of Texas, and an-
other drum roll, the Honorable Price
Daniel. Amid the fanfare, the light
swept the bar and came to rest on their
table, and nobody moved.

Obviously, the governor did not want
to stand up and be recognized in that
bar in Mexico. Again, the announcer
announced, damas y caballeros, an-
other drum roll and still no movement
from Governor Daniel.

With the spotlight still on us the
third time, the announcer said, please,
will the governor of Texas stand and be
recognized. Finally, the governor’s
wife, Jean, leaned over and whispered,
Jake, for goodness’ sakes, will you do
it?

The governor said, Jake, I bet you al-
ways wanted to be governor. Now here
is your chance.

So Jake Pickle stood up in that bar
in Juarez and was recognized as the
governor of Texas, and the band struck
up ‘‘The Eyes of Texas.’’

That is just one of Jake’s stories. Ob-
viously, we miss him from Texas and
all over Congress. He was a great Mem-
ber.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support of H.R.
118, designating the J.J. ‘‘Jake’’ Pickle Fed-
eral Building in Austin, Texas. This is a fitting
tribute to a unique Texan and former Member
of Congress.

Congressman Pickle is a legend even by
Texas standards. He put himself through col-
lege during the Depression, worked for Presi-
dent Roosevelt’s National Youth Administra-
tion, served in the Pacific during World War II,
started a radio station in Central Texas, and
represented Texas’ Tenth Congressional Dis-
trict from 1963 to 1995. During his long and
distinguished career in the Congress, Jake
Pickle prided himself as a protector of small
businesses and a specialist in the Social Se-
curity system.

Over the years, Congressman Pickle man-
aged to involve himself in every major issue
that confronted the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, from Social Security to trade to the
complete revision of the Tax Code.

During the 98th Congress, Jake Pickle
chaired the Ways and Means Social Security
Subcommittee. As chairman of that sub-
committee, he was convinced that the way to
save the Social Security system from a long-
term collapse was to raise the retirement age.
Democratic leaders, including Thomas P.
O’Neill and Claude Pepper, wanted to solve
long-term financing problems with eventual in-
creases in the payroll tax. Few expected Pick-
le would prevail on the floor, but he did.

Through months of argument over what to
do about Social Security, Pickle and Pepper
were the spokesmen for two diametrically op-
posite points of view. During floor consider-
ation, the House chose Jake Pickle’s ap-
proach, which later became law. This victory
represents the culmination of a long personal
struggle for Jake Pickle to put the Social Se-
curity system on a sound personal footing.

Most everyone knows Jake Pickle as a polit-
ical protege of President Lyndon B. Johnson.
Congressman Pickle was a campaign man-
ager and a Congressional aide to Johnson be-
fore World War II and an advisor in Johnson’s
1948 Senate campaign. Jake always speak
reverently about President Johnson and his
commitment and dedication is a testament to
their friendship.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to have served
with Congressman Jake Pickle and will be for-
ever grateful for his friendship and his leader-
ship. This designation is only a small token of
our appreciation to a dedicated public servant.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. EDWARDS).

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from New Jer-
sey (Mr. FRANKS) for graciously giving
me this moment to speak.

Mr. Speaker, I love Jake Pickle. He
is a man of courage, a man of compas-
sion, and someone who loves life, every
day of it.

He was a man of compassion as a
freshman Member of this House when,
in 1965, as a young southern representa-
tive he voted in favor of the Civil
Rights Act, an act that made major
changes in allowing equal opportunity
for American citizens of all colors.

He was a man of compassion in ev-
erything he did, especially in his lead-
ership and saving the Social Security
system back in the 1980s. We could all
talk about the many accomplishments
of Jake Pickle but, frankly, the reason
I love Jake Pickle, in addition to re-
specting him for his legislative accom-
plishments, is because he personifies
the biblical passage of, this is the day
the Lord hath made. Let us rejoice and
be glad in it.

Jake Pickle brought light into any
room, into anyplace where he came. He
loves life and we love him. We miss Mr.
Pickle of Texas, our dear friend.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 min-
utes to our colleague, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM).

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me. I appreciate my colleague bring-
ing this up and naming the Federal
Building after J.J. Jake Pickle, a very
appropriate honor for a man serving on
the Committee on Ways and Means,
and I think that all of his colleagues on
both sides of the aisle would agree with
me when I say that there have been
very few Members that have ever taken
their job more diligently, more seri-
ously, in looking at the questions from
social security reform to any tax bill
that has ever come before us.

He also was a man of responsibility.
One thing that I noted, and we try to
emulate but cannot come close to
Jake, when he says he is going to be at
a dinner party for the Texas delegation
or any other place, he is always there.
Very seldom did he ever miss. When he
said he was coming, he came.

I think one appropriate remark that
I have not heard, maybe it has been
mentioned, but to me, this building

could be better named if it were named
the J.J. Jake and Beryl Pickle Build-
ing, because so many times those of us
recognize our spouses do not nearly get
the credit that they deserve when we
get honored in ways in which we honor
Jake today.

I think of the story that the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN)
was telling, and there was no better
storyteller to ever occupy a seat in this
House. He was great at it.

But all of the times that Beryl lis-
tened to those stories, which were re-
peated not one, ten, one hundred, but
for the thousandth time, and still
laugh when her husband told that joke,
I think Beryl ought to be somewhere in
the name of this building. I know she
will be in spirit by those of us who
knew and loved her as well as Jake
Pickle.

Jake was born in my district. There-
fore, I have always had to take some-
what responsibility for the actions that
Jake has taken, and I have done it
proudly.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I am happy to yield 1 minute
to the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms.
JACKSON-LEE).

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). The gentlewoman from Texas
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is recognized for 2
minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS)
for yielding time to me, and for guiding
us through a very welcomed event this
evening, and that is to properly give
recognition to J.J. Jake Pickle, and of
course, his wife, Beryl. They are Texas
heroes, both of them, and today I hope
with the naming of this Federal Build-
ing that it will be forever grounded in
our memories that they are American
heroes as well, both.

I have great pleasure in acknowl-
edging the leadership of Jake Pickle. I
was talking to my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. CHARLIE STEN-
HOLM), and I was trying to claim the
fact that I had served with Jake Pick-
le, I guess because I viewed him as such
an historic but as well such an institu-
tional person with such great leader-
ship.

I was trying to claim having been
here with him, but he retired in 1994
and I came to this Congress in 1995. But
we can be assured that Jake Pickle’s
legacy, his smile, his genuineness, his
gentlemanliness was here on the prem-
ises. In fact, I think the reason why I
thought I served with him is because
right after he retired from this Con-
gress, he spent a lot of time with us. I
enjoyed lunching with him and, again,
hearing some of the stories.

But Jake Pickle, the man, is some-
one that I admire, in particular be-
cause he served 31 years and he served
with a commitment to this country. He
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was someone, as the chair of the power-
ful Subcommittee on Oversight of the
Committee on Ways and Means, that
cared about a good Medicare system, a
good health care system, and worked
hard to guarantee all Americans re-
ceive basic health care. As chairman of
the Subcommittee on Social Security,
his work is credited with extending the
life of the social security system.

I remember him telling me of his
friendship with the Honorable Barbara
Jordan, one of the predecessors of this
particular congressional district, the
Eighteenth Congressional District. I
guess I remember him most by looking
at a picture of the signing of the 1964
Civil Rights Act, and saw a number of
Texans who were Congresspersons at
that time gather in the room with
President Lyndon Baines Johnson to
sign that historic act.

But I am most mindful of the time
that that occurred and the courage
that was taken. I heard my colleague
from Texas make a statement about
his father, Henry Gonzalez. But I am
reminded about the courage of Jake
Pickle to sign the Civil Rights Act of
1964, and to give opportunities to those
who did not have them. He was coura-
geous in that, he was courageous in his
service. Mr. Speaker, he is truly a
great Texan and truly a great Amer-
ican. This building will truly be a very
historic building by being named after
J.J. Jake Pickle, H.R. 118. I ask my
colleagues for support.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support of H.R.
118. This bill designates a federal building in
Austin, Texas as the ‘‘J.J. Jake Pickle Federal
Building.’’ It is fitting, Mr. Speaker, that the
building in which he worked for 28 of his 31
years in Congress, bear his name.

It is an appropriate memorial to a man who
dedicated himself to his community and to his
constituents. The residents of Austin remem-
ber Representative Pickle for his tireless dedi-
cation to the community he loved. When
asked to describe his career as a Member of
Congress, all sight his effective and efficient
constituent service. I know that Representative
Pickle gave selflessly of his time and energy.
His 31-year career stands as a memorial to
current and future Members, on how to con-
duct constituent relations.

During his 31-year tenure Congressmen
Pickle took on several legislative challenges.
In spite of the political risk he voted in favor
of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. This vote was
to be the first in the line of a career dedicated
to ensuring civil rights and equal opportunity
for both minorities and women.

As chair of the powerful Ways and Means
Oversight Subcommittee, Congressmen Pickle
recognized the value of the Medicare system.
He worked to guarantee that all Americans
would receive basic health care. As Chairman
of the Social Security Subcommittee his work
is credited with extending the life of the Social
Security system.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear from his 31-year ca-
reer in congress, his selfless dedication to his
country and to the State of Texas, that the
federal building in Austin should bear his
name. J.J. ‘‘Jake’’ Pickle has set a proper ex-
ample for this body to emulate and as testi-
mony to that example I urge my colleagues to
support this bill.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 118, leg-
islation that would name the federal building in
Austin, Texas in honor of former Representa-
tive Jake Pickle.

The building is located at 300 East 8th
Street in Austin. It houses district offices for
Congressman Pickle’s successor, Representa-
tive LLOYD DOGGETT, and Senator KAY BAILEY
HUTCHISON, as well as local offices for the
IRS, FBI and other federal agencies.

It is all together appropriate that these of-
fices be named for Representative Pickle
since they are where he worked for 28 of his
31 years in Congress.

For those of us fortunate enough to know
him, former Representative Pickle is a very
skilled storyteller and a man steeped in Texas
and U.S. history. One can not speak with him
for any amount time without departing having
heard one of his ‘‘yarns’’ about the legislative
process or his work with President Johnson.

James Jarrell ‘‘Jake’’ Pickle was born in
1913 in Big Spring, a small town in the north-
west part of Texas represented today by Con-
gressman CHARLIE STENHOLM. He is a product
of the Big Spring public schools and the Uni-
versity of Texas at Austin, where he received
his BA in 1938.

After working as Area Director for President
Roosevelt’s National Youth Administration,
Jake served 31⁄2 years in the navy in the Pa-
cific during World War II. Upon returning to
Austin, he entered the radio and public rela-
tions business, later serving as director of the
Texas State Democratic Executive Committee
and as an appointee to the Texas Employ-
ment Commission. He resigned from the TEC
to run for Congress in a special election called
after the resignation of Homer Thornberry. He
began his Congressional career in December,
1963.

Congressman Pickle wasted little time in
demonstrating what sort of Member of Con-
gress he intended to be. Despite well-founded
fears that his actions might end his fledgling
political career, Representative Pickle joined
only five other Southern members who voted
in favor of Lyndon Johnson’s Civil Rights Act
in 1964. Looking back on it, Representative
Pickle says that is the one vote of which he
is most proud and recalls with great fondness
a personal phone call at 2:00 a.m. after the
vote from President Johnson to thank him.
Jake followed this vote a few months later with
a vote in support of the Voting Rights Act and
then spent the next 30 years working on be-
half of civil rights and equal opportunity for mi-
norities and women.

This was not the first or last time Represent-
ative Pickle faced the challenge of being the
President’s Congressman. He was a close
friend and ally of both President Johnson and
Lady Bird Johnson. His friendship with the
former First Lady remains strong to this day.

Naming this federal building in Jake’s honor
is particularly appropriate because it houses
his friend LBJ’s apartment and office suite,
preserved in all its early 1970’s splendor.
Jake’s stories of working with Johnson on the
Great Society, often in these rooms, are the
stuff of Texas political legend. Jake stands as
one of the few remaining personal historians
of one of the greatest American Presidents.

Representative Pickle also distinguished
himself as Chairman of the Ways and Means
Oversight Subcommittee. From that post, Jake
worked tirelessly to rid the Medicare system of

waste and fraud, constantly laboring on behalf
of those who rely on the Medicare system for
their basic health care.

In addition, former Congressman Pickle
served as Chairman of the Social Security
Subcommittee in the 98th Congress and is
widely credited with shepherding through Con-
gress a legislative package that has extended
the life of the Social Security system by dec-
ades. His work on behalf of the poor and the
elderly complements perfectly his long-time
commitment to civil rights.

Based on his long service to Texas and the
nation, I believe H.R. 118 is a fitting tribute to
Representative Pickle’s legacy. I urge all
Members to support its passage.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, it was an honor
to preside over the House during the consider-
ation of a bill naming a Federal building in
Austin, TX, after Congressman J.J. (Jake)
Pickle.

Congressman Pickle served in the House
for more than 31 years. For 30 of those years
he served with either my father or me.

In their service on the Ways and Means
Committee, he and my father became the
closest of friends.

I remember being told that on the plane re-
turning from my father’s funeral in Louisville,
Congressman Pickle led the plane’s pas-
sengers in singing some old-time hymns.

In fact Congressman Pickle was famous
within the Congress for the stories he used to
tell about the hymns sung at the Thursday
morning House prayer breakfasts. Some peo-
ple wondered if the stories were totally accu-
rate or were, at least in part, made up by Con-
gressman Pickle as he went along.

At any rate, Congressman Jake Pickle was
a great and dedicated Member of the House.
His love for others and for this institution
shown through in everything he did.

I join my colleagues in supporting this bill, a
very fitting tribute to a very kind man and
great American, Congressman Jake Pickle.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
other speakers, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 118.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

JOSE V. TOLEDO UNITED STATES
POST OFFICE AND COURTHOUSE
Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 560) to designate
the Federal building located at 300
Recinto Sur Street in Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico, as the ‘‘Jose V. Toledo
United States Post Office and Court-
house,’’ as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 560

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The Federal building and United States
courthouse located at the intersection of
Comercio and San Justo Streets, in San
Juan, Puerto Rico, shall be known and des-
ignated as the ‘‘José V. Toledo Federal
Building and United States Courthouse’’.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the Federal building and
United States courthouse referred to in sec-
tion 1 shall be deemed to be a reference to
the ‘‘José V. Toledo Federal Building and
United States Courthouse’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS).

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 560, as amended,
designates the Federal Building and
United States Courthouse in Old San
Juan, Puerto Rico, as the ‘‘Jose V. To-
ledo Federal Building and United
States Courthouse.’’

Jose Toledo was born in Arecibo,
Puerto Rico. He received a Bachelor of
Arts degree from the University of
Florida and a Juris Doctor in law from
the University of Puerto Rico Law
School. Judge Toledo served on the
Federal bench in the United States Dis-
trict Court, District of Puerto Rico,
from December 1, 1970 until February
1980, when he died in office at the age
of 49. At the time of his death, Judge
Toledo was the chief judge for the
Puerto Rico District.

Prior to his appointment to the Fed-
eral bench, Judge Toledo served as an
Assistant United States Attorney, as a
lawyer in local government in Puerto
Rico, as a partner in private law prac-
tice, and served in the United States
Army as a member of the Judge Advo-
cate Corps. This legislation is a fitting
tribute to honor the career and judicial
contributions of the late Judge Jose V.
Toledo.

Mr. Speaker, I support this bill, and
I encourage my colleagues to support it
as well.

Mr. Speaker I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 560 is a bill to
name the Federal facility in Old San
Juan as the ‘‘Jose V. Toledo United
States Post Office and Courthouse.’’
The gentleman from Puerto Rico (Mr.
ROMERO-BARCELÓ) introduced this bill
in February of 1999 and is to be com-
mended for his diligence in ensuring its
passage.

Judge Toledo served the District of
Puerto Rico with great distinction
from 1970 to February 1980, when he
died an untimely death at the age of 49
years.

Integrity, loyalty, patience, fairness,
keen intellect and perseverance are
words used by Judge Toledo’s friends

and colleagues to describe him. Judge
Toledo was born in Puerto Rico in 1931.
He received his Bachelor’s Degree from
the University of Florida and his law
degree from the University of Puerto
Rico Law School.

In addition to private practice, Judge
Toledo served as an Assistant United
States Attorney and in the local gov-
ernment of Puerto Rico. Judge Toledo
also served in the U.S. Army as a mem-
ber of the Judge Advocate Corps.

The building in old San Juan to bear
Judge Toledo’s name is an imposing
structure, signifying solidarity and
safety, and has guarded the entrance to
Old San Juan for more than 300 years.
It is fitting and proper this building
then bear the name of Judge Jose V.
Toledo, and I am proud and pleased to
support this legislation.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Puerto Rico (Mr. RO-
MERO-BARCELÓ), the sponsor of H.R. 560.

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to thank the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS), and the
ranking member, the gentleman from
West Virginia (Mr. WISE), as well as the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SHUSTER) and the ranking member, the
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBER-
STAR) for pushing this bill through the
committee and getting it on the floor
for consideration today, and I would
like to commend the clerk for his ex-
cellent Spanish accent. Very few peo-
ple here pronounce those words the
same.

Mr. Speaker, in recognition of the
outstanding service of the late Judge
Jose V. Toledo, today I am asking all
of my colleagues to support this bill to
designate the United States Post Office
and the Courthouse in Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico, as the ‘‘Jose V. Toledo
United States Post Office and Court-
house.’’ Judge Toledo served on the
United States District Court for the
District of Puerto Rico from December
of 1970 to February 1980, when he died
at the early age of 49. He rose to the
position of Chief Judge of the U.S. Dis-
trict Court, and he served with great
distinction in that capacity until the
moment of his untimely death.

Pepe Toledo, as he was known to his
family and friends, was regarded as a
man of paramount integrity and a
loyal public servant. He was born on
August 14, 1931, in Arecibo, Puerto
Rico, and he received his Bachelor of
Arts degree from the University of
Florida in 1952. In 1956, he received his
Juris Doctor from the University of
Puerto Rico Law School, where I had
the good fortune and the privilege of
studying and graduating with him.
During our law school years we became
very close friends and studied together
for our bar exams, and that close
friendship lasted until his premature
death.

Prior to his appointment to the Fed-
eral bench, Judge Toledo served as the

Assistant United States Attorney. He
was a partner in several law firms, one
of which he and I and another fellow
started, and an attorney within the
local government of Puerto Rico. He
also served in the U.S. Army as a mem-
ber of the Judge Advocate General
Corps. Judge Toledo was also a distin-
guished leader of the Exchange Clubs of
Puerto Rico. He demonstrated his
value to the organization through his
involvement and commitment at both
the local and the national levels.

As expressed by the Chief Judge of
the U.S. District Court in Puerto Rico,
the Honorable Carmen Consuelo
Cerezo, on behalf of the judges of the
Federal Court of Puerto Rico, Judge
Jose V. Toledo earned the respect of
the public, the bar and the bench for
his patience, impartiality, fairness and
decorum in the adjudication of the con-
troversies brought before him. Judge
Toledo set high standards for himself,
yet he had a refreshing humility and
capacity to understand the problems of
others. His hallmarks were learning
and wisdom, tempered by a tremendous
feeling for people.

The U.S. Post Office and Courthouse
in Old San Juan, built in 1914, stands
above the foundations of the ancient
city wall that has guarded the harbor
entrance to the city for more than 300
years. As a matter of fact, San Juan is
the oldest city under the American
flag.

Built only 15 years after Puerto Rico
became a U.S. territory, it is listed in
the National Register with the U.S. De-
partment of Interior’s National Park
Service. The site represents the eclec-
ticism of American architecture of the
late 19th and early 20th century as it
integrates American-Spanish Revival
architecture, Sullivanesque and Beaux
Arts Neoclassical Revival styles. It has
a 6-story annex which was built in 1940.
It also demonstrates influences from
the Vienna School and the Avant
Garde movement. The Correo, as it has
been known to generations of Puerto
Ricans, is an imposing and beautiful
structure which has stood magnifi-
cently within the old city walls as a
symbol of greatness in times past with
the importance of the U.S. Postal Serv-
ice in Puerto Rico.

It is fitting that this structure so
dear to us should carry the name of
Judge Jose V. Toledo. The judges of the
United States District Court, District
of Puerto Rico, voted unanimously to
recommend the naming of the Federal
Courthouse in Old San Juan, Puerto
Rico, in honor of Jose V. Toledo, re-
ferred to the late judge as a learned ju-
rist, outstanding citizen and an excel-
lent human being.

Mr. Speaker, I am immensely proud
to honor his memory and with this bill
to designate the U.S. Post Office and
Courthouse in Old San Juan, Puerto
Rico, as the ‘‘Jose V. Toledo United
States Post Office and Courthouse.’’

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.
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Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.

Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRANKS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 560, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof),
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
‘‘A bill to designate the Federal build-
ing and United States courthouse lo-
cated at the intersection of Comercio
and San Justo Streets, in San Juan,
Puerto Rico, as the ‘José V. Toledo
Federal Building and United States
Courthouse’.’’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GARZA-VELA UNITED STATES
COURTHOUSE

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 686) to designate
a United States courthouse in Browns-
ville, Texas, as the ‘‘Garza-Vela United
States Courthouse’’.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 686

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. DESIGNATION.

The United States courthouse located at
the corner of Seventh Street and East Jack-
son Street in Brownsville, Texas, shall be
designated and known as the ‘‘Garza-Vela
United States Courthouse’’.
SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the United States court-
house referred to in section 1 shall be deemed
to be a reference to the ‘‘Garza-Vela United
States Courthouse’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS) and the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. SHOWS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. FRANKS).

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 686 designates the
United States Courthouse in Browns-
ville, Texas, as the Garza-Vela United
States Courthouse.

Reynaldo Garza and Filemon Vela
are two distinguished judges who sit on
the Federal bench in Brownsville,
Texas.

Judge Garza began his distinguished
career in public service with the Air
Force during World War II. Upon his
return from the war, Judge Garza re-
turned to private practice until 1961,
when President Kennedy appointed him
to the United States District Court for
the Southern District of Texas.

In 1974 he became the Chief Judge for
the Southern District, until he was ap-

pointed by President Carter to the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Fifth Circuit. In April of 1997 Chief Jus-
tice William H. Rehnquist appointed
him Chief Judge of the Temporary
Emergency Court of Appeals of the
United States.

Judge Vela, whose career in public
service is equally distinguished, served
in the United States Army, was the
Commissioner for the city of Browns-
ville, and Judge on the 107th Judicial
District, Cameron-Willacy County,
Texas.

Judge Vela was a member of the Ju-
dicial Conference Committee on the
Administration of the Magistrate
Judges System until 1991, a member of
the Judges Advisory Committee to the
United States Sentencing Commission,
and active in a number of local and
State associations associated with
civic and community activities.

This is a fitting way to honor two
great judges who have dedicated their
lives to serving their community and
their country. I encourage my col-
leagues to support the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I join with the gen-
tleman from Brownsville, Texas (Mr.
ORTIZ) in supporting H.R. 686, a bill to
name the courthouse in Brownsville,
Texas, as the Garza-Vela United States
Courthouse.

Mr. Speaker, this bill honors the life
and works of two extraordinary Mexi-
can-Americans. Judge Reynaldo Garza
was born in Brownsville in 1915. He
graduated from Brownsville Elemen-
tary School as well as Brownsville
High School. After graduating from
Brownsville Junior College, he at-
tended the University of Texas, where
he received a combined degree of Bach-
elor of Arts and Bachelor of Law.

Judge Garza served his country dur-
ing World War II in the Air Force.
After the war he returned to Browns-
ville to practice law. In 1961 President
Kennedy appointed Judge Garza to the
District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of Texas. President Carter ap-
pointed him to the United States Court
of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit in 1979.

In addition to his judicial duties,
Judge Garza has long been interested
in educational issues. He served former
Governors John Connelly and Governor
Mark White on commissions to im-
prove the quality of education in
Texas. Judge Garza recognized the im-
portance of education in judicial pro-
ceedings and his concern for the
uneducated man at the mercy of the
unscrupulous people.

Judge Garza is very active in his
church, and has served the Knights of
Columbus in the Brownsville area for
many years. Pope Pious XII twice deco-
rated Judge Garza for his work on be-
half of Catholic Charities. In 1989,
Judge Garza was honored by the Uni-
versity of Texas with the Distinguished
Alumnus Award.

His record of public service includes
work with the Rotary Club, the Latin
American Relations Committee of
Brownsville, trustees at his law school,
the Advisory Council for the Boy
Scouts, and he was elected as City
Commissioner of the city of Browns-
ville.

It is fitting and proper to honor
Judge Garza’s outstanding, rich life,
his commitment to excellence, and his
numerous public contributions.

Judge Filemon Vela is also a native
of Texas and a veteran of the United
States Army. He attended Texas
Southmost College and the University
of Texas. His law degree is from St.
Mary’s School of Law in San Antonio.

Judge Vela served as Commissioner
of the city of Brownsville. He was an
active member of the Judges’ Advisory
Committee to the U.S. Sentencing
Commission. Judge Vela is a former
law instructor and an attorney for the
Cameron County Child Welfare Depart-
ment.

His civic activities include being the
charter president for the Esperanza
Home for Boys and cosponsor of the
Spanish radio program Enrich Your
Life, Complete Your Studies.

Judge Vela’s other civic activities in-
clude membership on the Independent
School District Task Force and mem-
bership in the General Assembly of the
Texas Catholic Conference. He is also
an active member of the Lions Club.
Judge Vela was nominated by Presi-
dent Carter for the Federal bench, and
was confirmed by the United States
Senate in 1980.

Judge Vela’s career is filled with suc-
cesses, commitment to his family, de-
votion to his religion and his church,
love for his work, and respect for his
colleagues. It is most fitting to honor
Judge Vela with this designation. I join
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ)
in supporting H.R. 686.

Mr. ORTIZ. Mr. Speaker, Texas is known for
many things—among them is an embarrass-
ment of riches in the Southern Judicial District
of Texas.

In South Texas, we have two judicial giants
in the Rio Grande Valley for whom citizens
throughout the area have asked that the new
federal courthouse in Brownsville be named.

Judge Reynaldo Garza was appointed to
the federal bench by President John F. Ken-
nedy in 1961 and Judge Filemon Vela was ap-
pointed to the federal bench by President
Jimmy Carter in 1980.

Both of these men have become legends in
the South Texas area by virtue of their com-
mitment to education and community.

Each have shown their respective dedica-
tion to the betterment of the next generation of
South Texans by working actively with schools
and young people.

Judge Vela has focused on the young peo-
ple who have made mistakes or erred, by
working with the Esperanza Home for Boys,
heading activities to keep young people in
school called ‘‘Enrich Your Life, Complete
Your Studies,’’ being part of the Texas Busi-
ness and Education Coalition, and working
with the Texas Young Lawyers Association
Dropout Prevention and Literacy Committee.
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Judge Garza has served on the Brownsville

Independent School Board, and turned his at-
tention to the cause of higher education by
serving on the Texas Education Standards
Committee, the Coordinating Board of Col-
leges and Universities, and the Select Com-
mittee on Higher Education.

He is revered for a story he relates about
his father, while dying, who told the Judge and
his siblings that while he did not leave them
with wealth, he left them with the gift of edu-
cation, one which no one can ever take away.

Both these legends have schools named in
their honor.

When construction began on the federal
courthouse, all across the Valley, people won-
dered whose name would grace the court-
house upon completion.

I was moved at the number of letters that
came to my office relating personal stories
about one or the other and advocating naming
the courthouse after either Judge Vela or
Judge Garza.

After reading all the heart-felt expressions
on behalf of both judges, and listening to peo-
ple who sought me out while I was in the Dis-
trict, I realized how rich we were in judicial tal-
ent and thought that the only way to satisfy
the concerns of all South Texans was to name
this courthouse after both judges.

This name is a reflection of the will of those
people whose interests will be served in the
new courthouse, and of those people for
whom justice will be dispensed there.

Mr. SHOWS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further requests for
time, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
FRANKS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 686.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof),
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FRANKS of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H.R. 1121, S. 453, S. 460,
H.R. 118, H.R. 560, as amended, H.R. 686
and H.R. 1162, the measure just consid-
ered by the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.
f

COMMENDING THE REVEREND
JESSE L. JACKSON, SR., ON SE-
CURING THE RELEASE OF U.S.
SERVICEMEN FROM CAPTIVITY
IN BELGRADE, YUGOSLAVIA

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 156) commending the

Reverend Jesse L. Jackson, Sr., on se-
curing the release of Specialist Ste-
phen Gonzalez of Huntsville Texas,
Staff Sergeant Andrew Ramirez of Los
Angeles, California, and Staff Sergeant
Christopher Stone of Smiths Creek,
Michigan, from captivity in Belgrade,
Yugoslavia, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
H. RES. 156

Whereas, on March 31, 1999, Specialist Ste-
ven Gonzales, Staff Sergeant Andrew Rami-
rez, and Staff Sergeant Christopher Stone
were captured while patrolling the
Kumanovo area;

Whereas the Reverend Jesse L. Jackson,
Sr., on April 29, 1999, led a delegation of reli-
gious and civic leaders from the United
States in a faith-based effort to secure the
release of Specialist Steven Gonzales, Staff
Sergeant Andrew Ramirez, and Staff Ser-
geant Christopher Stone;

Whereas against great odds and in the face
of grave personal risks, the Reverend Jesse
L. Jackson Sr. and his party successfully se-
cured the release of Specialist Steven
Gonzales, Staff Sergeant Andrew Ramirez,
and Staff Sergeant Christopher Stone;

Whereas the Reverend Jesse L. Jackson,
Sr. is recognized around the world as a hu-
manitarian, an advocate for civil and human
rights, and an ambassador of freedom; and

Whereas, as a highly respected world lead-
er, the Reverend Jesse L. Jackson, Sr. has
acted many times as an international dip-
lomat in sensitive situations and in October
1997, he was appointed by President Clinton
and Secretary of State Albright as Special
Envoy of the President and Secretary of
State for the Promotion of Democracy in Af-
rica: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of
Representatives—

(1) commends the Reverend Jesse L. Jack-
son, Sr. for securing the release of Specialist
Steven Gonzales, Staff Sergeant Andrew Ra-
mirez, and Staff Sergeant Christopher Stone
from captivity in the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia; and

(2) joins with the people of the United
States in celebrating the return to freedom
of Specialist Steven Gonzales, Staff Sergeant
Andrew Ramirez, and Staff Sergeant Chris-
topher Stone.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN) and the gen-
tleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN).
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this measure.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
(Mr. GILMAN asked and was given

permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to support this resolution in-
troduced by the gentlewoman from

Florida (Mrs. MEEK) which accords
proper credit to the recent efforts of
Reverend Jesse Jackson and his accom-
panying delegation of clergymen in
successfully securing the release of our
three POWs held in the Federal Repub-
lic of Yugoslavia.
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The Reverend Jackson has a distin-
guished record of utilizing his consider-
able powers of persuasion in the service
of humanitarian objectives. When
American citizens and others find
themselves held in captivity in a hos-
tile country as a result of cir-
cumstances beyond their control, Rev-
erend Jackson has proven on several
occasions against the odds that he can
secure their release.

Our Nation should be grateful to the
good Reverend for his special skills in
that regard. We are also grateful that
our three young service people who
were unjustly held by the government
of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
have finally been returned to their
families, to their friends and fellow
countrymen. We salute their dedicated
service to our Nation.

Accordingly, I urge my colleagues in
the House to support H. Res. 156 com-
mending the Reverend Jesse L. Jack-
son and his fellow clergymen for ac-
quiring release of Specialist Steven
Gonzales, Staff Sergeant Andrew Rami-
rez, and Staff Sergeant Christopher
Stone.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks, and include extra-
neous material.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of House Resolution 156 offered by the
gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs.
MEEK). Mr. Speaker, House Resolution
156 provides for a special commenda-
tion and tribute to Reverend Jesse
Jackson, Sr., for his services and lead-
ership, whereby he led a special delega-
tion of religious leaders and even one
of our fellow Members, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. BLAGOJEVICH) to
travel to Belgrade, Yugoslavia to meet
with President Slobodan Milosevic
with the hope of trying to break the
stalemate and crisis in Kosovo through
a negotiated peace settlement or agree-
ment, and with the hope that the three
men, soldiers who had been held cap-
tive, could also be released from pris-
on.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer my
commendation also to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN), the
chairman of the House Committee on
International Relations, for his en-
dorsement and support of this resolu-
tion; also, the ranking Democrat of the
Committee on International Relations,
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
GEJDENSON), both gentlemen, for sup-
porting and endorsing this resolution.
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Needless to say, Mr. Speaker, Rev-

erend Jackson has done it again. Fol-
lowing an intensive 3-hour-long meet-
ing with President Milosevic with a
good amount of praying and heart-to-
heart discussions, President Milosevic
decided to release our three soldiers.
Mr. Speaker, I am certain that our Na-
tion, the families and friends of our
three soldiers, we all owe a debt of
gratitude and appreciation for Rev-
erend Jackson’s commitment and devo-
tion to the cause of peace. And, more
especially, his ability to properly nego-
tiate and persuade parties with varying
views to come to the table and seek so-
lutions to the problems certainly is
most commendable.

Mr. Speaker, Reverend Jackson de-
serves our gratitude for his successful
efforts to secure the release of our sol-
diers, Steve Gonzales, Andrew Ramirez
and Christopher Stone. I might add,
Mr. Speaker, those soldiers showed tre-
mendous courage and loyalty to our
Nation.

I need not remind my colleagues, Mr.
Speaker, that the crisis in Kosovo is
far from over. The debate in this Cham-
ber last week, I submit, Mr. Speaker, is
indicative of the seriousness of the
issues and with so very many varying
opinions and claims of facts of the
truth and the crisis in the Balkans,
definitely in my humble opinion, Mr.
Speaker, has proven one basic fact: Our
leaders and the American people sim-
ply do not know enough about the his-
tory and legacy of the Balkans. Almost
like a repeat of a ritual that America
went through when we were confronted
with a crisis in Vietnam.

Mr. Speaker, we do not need and we
do not want another Vietnam in the
Balkans. We must remember that
President Milosevic is continuing to
wage a brutal campaign against the
Kosovar Albanians. Thousands of
Kosovar Albanian refugees continue to
stream into the neighboring countries.
Many of these refugees have terrible
tales to tell of rape, of beatings, of
atrocities and murder at the hands of
Serbian forces. The NATO campaign is
designed to deny Milosevic the ability
to wage his brutal repression against
the Kosovar Albanians.

Mr. Speaker, we must remain stead-
fast in our resolve to see our mission
through. Again, I want to commend the
gentleman from New York (Mr. GIL-
MAN) for his support of this resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support of
House Resolution 156 offered by the
gentlelady from Florida, Mrs. MEEK.

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 156 pro-
vides for a special commendation and tribute
to the Reverend Jesse Jackson, Sr., for his
services and leadership—whereby he led a
special delegation of religious leaders and one
of our fellow Members, the gentleman from Illi-
nois, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH, to travel to Belgrade,
Yugoslavia—to meet with President Slobodan
Milosevic—with the hope of trying to break the
stalemate in the current crisis in Kosovo
through a negotiated peace settlement or
agreement, and with the hope also that the
three American soldiers who have been held
captive could also be released from prison.

Needless to say, Mr. Speaker, Reverend
Jackson has done it again. Following an in-
tense three-hour long meeting with President
Milosevic, with a good amount of praying and
heart-to-heart discussion, President Milosevic
decided to release our three soldiers.

Mr. Speaker, I am quite certain that our na-
tion, the families and friends of our three sol-
diers, we all owe a debt of gratitude and ap-
preciation for Reverend Jackson’s commitment
to peace, but more especially his ability to
properly negotiate and persuade parties with
varying views to come to the table and seek
solutions to the problems, is most commend-
able.

Mr. Speaker, Reverend Jackson deserves
our gratitude for his successful efforts to se-
cure the release of our soldiers, Steve
Gonzales, Andrew Ramirez, and Christopher
Stone. I might add, Mr. Speaker, these sol-
diers showed tremendous courage and loyalty
to our nation.

Mr. Speaker, I need not remind my col-
leagues that the crisis in Kosovo is far from
over. The debates in this Chamber last
week—I submit, Mr. Speaker—is indicative of
the seriousness of the issues and with so
many varying opinions and claims of ‘‘facts,’’
or ‘‘the truth’’—the crisis in the Balkans defi-
nitely has proven one basic fact: our leaders
and the American people simply do not know
enough about the history and legacy of the
Balkans; almost like a repeat of the ritual that
America went through when we were con-
fronted with the crisis in Vietnam.

Mr. Speaker, we don’t need and we don’t
want another Vietnam in the Balkans.

DAYS OF JOY, PAIN AND HOPE

(Los Angeles Times Editorials.—May 3, 1999)
Finally, in a period of missteps and acci-

dental NATO attacks in Yugoslavia and con-
fusion on Capitol Hill over whether the
House supports or opposes the air war, there
is good news: the release Sunday of the three
American prisoners of war. The sight of the
smiling faces of Army Staff Sgt. Andrew Ra-
mirez, 24, of East Los Angeles, Spc. Steven
Gonzales, 21 of Huntsville, Texas, and Staff
Sgt. Christopher J. Stone, 25, of Smith’s
Creek, Mich, provided a temporary respite
from the hard decisions that lie ahead and
that, we hope, will set the stage for further
diplomatic progress.

Full credit in securing the release of the
three soldiers should go unbegrudgingly to
the Rev. Jesse Jackson and a private delega-
tion of religious leaders, including Los Ange-
les’ Rabbi Steven Bennett Jacobs and Dr.
Nazir Uddin Khaja of the American Muslim
Council.

The religious leaders had been publicly
urged not to go to Belgrade by the Clinton
administration and had been warned that the
mission was dangerous and ill-timed. No one
can know the cynical reasoning that might
well have motivated President Slobodan
Milosevic to release the soldiers. But the
point is that Jackson delivered, winning the
release of the prisoners without apparent
conditions.

For the families of the soldiers, seized on
the Macedonian border March 31, the night-
mare is over. Relatives of Ramirez, Gonzales
and Stone are on their way to Germany to be
reunited with their sons, husbands and
brothers.

For the Kosovars, however, the future does
not look so bright. ‘‘This gesture on his
[Milosevic’s] part cannot overcome the
stench of evil and death on the killing fields
of Kosovo,’’ Defense Secretary William S.
Cohen said Sunday. The White House already

has rebuffed Jackson’s call for direct talks
between Clinton and Milosevic, and we agree
that such a meeting is at best premature.
The air bombing campaign in Yugoslavia is a
NATO operation. Beyond that, Milosevic
first would have to lay the groundwork nec-
essary for success. In short, that means the
end of Milosevic’s pogrom in Kosovo, the safe
return of the refugees and some form of au-
tonomy for the Kosovars that is diplomati-
cally secured.

Today we celebrate the release of U.S. sol-
diers from captivity. The diplomatic avenues
toward peace appear to be opening up,
through the increased interest of the Rus-
sians and others. Americans must not forget,
however, that diplomacy was tried and failed
for many months in the absence of a mili-
tary campaign. In the presence of a military
campaign, the diplomatic approach might fi-
nally have been given the incentive it need-
ed.

[From the Los Angeles Times, May 3, 1999]
JACKSON TRIP IS LATEST IN SERIES OF
SUCCESSFUL, RISKY ONE-MAN MISSIONS

WASHINGTON.—The White House asked him
not to go and said it couldn’t guarantee his
safety in a city under attack by NATO bomb-
ing.

But the diplomatic coup by the Rev. Jesse
Jackson, winning the release of three U.S.
soldiers held captive in Belgrade, highlights
the kind of risky, personal diplomacy that
sometimes works where White House action
cannot.

Jackson, who has acted as Clinton’s special
envoy in the past, went to Yugoslavia as a
private citizen to negotiate with Slobodan
Milosevic. It’s a role he’s played before in
Syria, Cuba and Iraq dating to the mid-1980s.

The administration had ruled out official
negotiations for the soldier’s release since
their capture near the Yugoslavia-Macedonia
border on March 31, and vowed to press for-
ward with the air war aimed at stopping hos-
tilities in Kosovo.

While the White House has cautiously wel-
comed Jackson’s success, the administration
may still worry his mission may further
Milosevic’s efforts to soften his image, said
Barnett Rubin, the director of the Center for
Preventive Action at the Council on Foreign
Relations.

‘‘The danger is that a free-lancer like that,
unauthorized, dilutes your message,’’ Rubin
said. ‘‘They portray Milosevic as a war
criminal, but this could show him he has al-
ternatives.’’

Rep. Floyd Spence (R–S.C.), chairman of
the House Armed Service committee, said
the Jackson maneuver gave a ‘‘diplomatic
victory’’ because ‘‘the world is going to look
upon him in a different way, to some extent,
by releasing the prisoners this way.’’

Spence said on CNN’s ‘‘Evans, Novak, Hunt
& Shields’’ that a temporary bombing halt
‘‘would be appropriate.’’ He added that ‘‘I
don’t think we should be there in the first
place,’’ noting that he was among the 213
House members voting last week against a
resolution backing the bombing. Jackson has
a history of private intervention in inter-
national crises.

He went to Syria in 1984 to arrange the re-
lease of a Navy pilot whose bomber was shot
down by Syrian antiaircraft guns in Leb-
anon. Several months later, he worked out
arrangements with Cuba for the release of 48
American and Cuban political prisoners. And
he played a similar role helping foreign
women and children in Iraq in 1990.

Sometimes this type of citizen diplomacy
works, and sometimes it doesn’t.

Former President Carter helped diffuse a
crisis over North Korean efforts to develop
nuclear weapons in 1994 by personally inter-
vening with that country’s late leader, Kim
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Il-Sung. When Carter said he want to go,
Clinton reportedly told him to go ahead, as
long as Carter understood he was acting as a
private citizen and not an official emissary.

But a similar Carter visit with Bosnian
Serb leader Radovan Karadzic in 1995 failed
to produce a lasting cease-fire, and Carter
was later criticized for meeting with an in-
dicted war criminal.

Clinton has often favored using high-pro-
file, one-man diplomatic missions to resolve
international crises, counting on the reputa-
tion and clout of his messenger.

He employed Bill Richardson—a congress-
man from New Mexico and later U.S. ambas-
sador to the United Nations—as a diplomatic
firefighter, trying to extinguish problems in
Iraq, central Africa and North Korea.

He asked a former rival, Republican Bob
Dole, to travel to Kosovo to convince the
Kosovar Albanians to sign a settlement
Molosevic eventually rejected.

And he teamed Carter with former Sen.
Sam Nunn and retired Gen. Colin Powell in
1994 to persuade Haiti’s military rulers to
back down and allow a peaceful U.S.-led
military intervention that restored ousted
President Jean-Bertrand Aristide.

One of Clinton’s most frequent emissaries
is Richard Holbrooke, the former State De-
partment official, ambassador, and architect
of the 1995 Dayton accord that ended the war
in Bosnia. Holbrooke, now the nominee to
succeed Richardson as ambassador to the
United Nations, negotiated with Milosevic
seeking a peaceful solution to Kosovo right
up until the NATO bombing began.

But Rubin said Jackson’s mission differs
greatly from that of official envoys.

‘‘Holbrooke was representing the United
States and NATO, saying, ‘If you don’t agree,
we’re going to bomb you.’ That’s the same
message whether you’re alone in the room or
if you’re with 10 other people,’’ Rubin said.

Mr. Speaker, I am privileged to yield
5 minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK), chief
sponsor of this resolution

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from American
Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA), my col-
league, for giving me this opportunity
to express my feelings about the Rev-
erend Jesse Louis Jackson.

When the history of the world is
written, Mr. Speaker, the name of
Jesse Louis Jackson will head the
name of those who loved peace. I am
pleased that the House is today consid-
ering a resolution introduced yesterday
commending the Reverend Jesse L.
Jackson, Jr., for his extraordinary ef-
forts in securing the release of our
three brave American soldiers from
captivity in the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia. Reverend Jesse Louis
Jackson gives us something for all of
us to be proud of: leadership, bravery,
courage.

I particularly want to thank Speaker
HASTERT; the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. GEPHARDT) our minority leader;
the gentleman from New York (Chair-
man GILMAN); the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. GEJDENSON) ranking
Member; and the gentleman from
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA)
of the Committee on International Re-
lations, who worked together in a bi-
partisan effort to bring this resolution
to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, as we all know, last
Thursday Reverend Jackson led a dele-

gation of religious and civic leaders
from the United States, including our
colleague, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. BLAGOJEVICH), to Yugoslavia in a
faith-based effort to secure the release
of Specialist Gonzales, Staff Sergeant
Ramirez, and Staff Sergeant Stone.
Against great odds and in the face of
grave personal risk, Reverend Jackson
and his party entered the war zone and
on Saturday May 1, Reverend Jackson,
with the help of God, secured the re-
lease of these brave American soldiers.

Mr. Speaker, I and millions of Ameri-
cans and others around the world, we
watched with pride, we watched with
joy and amazement as Reverend Jack-
son and his delegation emerged with
our three brave soldiers. It was at that
point that I decided to introduce this
resolution.

On this floor today we celebrate Rev-
erend Jackson’s achievement and our
soldiers’ return to freedom. We want
the world to know, Mr. Speaker, that
we are extremely proud of the Rev-
erend Jesse Louis Jackson.

This is not the first time that Rev-
erend Jackson has successfully secured
the release of prisoners in other coun-
tries. In 1984 he secured the release of
United States Navy Flyer, Lieutenant
Robert O. Goodman, Jr., from Syria.
Again in June of 1984 he secured the re-
lease of 22 Americans and 26 Cubans
from Cuba; and in 1990 he secured the
release of 700 women and children who
were being detained in Iraq.

Jesse Louis Jackson is certainly a
man of peace. Mr. Speaker, he is recog-
nized around the world as a humani-
tarian, an advocate for civil and human
rights, and an ambassador of freedom.
Time and again he has been willing and
able to enter into difficult situations
and to go into harm’s way that very
few of us would go into. His diplomacy
has been effective when conventional
diplomacy has not been effective. He
has achieved success due to his deter-
mination and the strength of his be-
liefs.

Reverend Jackson is a soldier for
peace and freedom with deep roots in
the nonviolence movement. For over a
generation he has acted in the highest
tradition of Gandhi and Martin Luther
King.

Reverend Jackson has proven time
and time again that he will go any-
where and to any lengths to help those
in need, especially those who are un-
able to help themselves. It is a great
honor and privilege to know him and to
have him as a friend, and to know that
this House does itself proud by hon-
oring someone who has done so much
to help so many.

Mr. Speaker, the Bible said: ‘‘Blessed
are the peacemakers.’’ The Reverend
Jesse Jackson, Sr., is indeed blessed.
God has given him great gifts and he
has used them fully to help his fellow
men and women. He deserves our
thanks and our praise. We are so proud.

Mr. Speaker, we all serve with his
son, the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
JESSE L. JACKSON, Jr.), and I know that

he is even more proud of his father
than we are. I am very proud to offer
this resolution honoring this great
American, an outstanding leader, and I
urge all of my colleagues to give it
their enthusiastic support.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of our time.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 2 minutes and 40 seconds to the
distinguished gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. JACKSON), my friend and col-
league.

Mr. JACKSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, let me begin by thanking the distin-
guished gentleman from New York
(Chairman GILMAN) and the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) for this opportunity,
and I certainly want to begin by com-
mending and thanking the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK) for
sponsoring today’s resolution.

Mr. Speaker, I am overwhelmed that
the gentlewoman would be so kind as
to think of Reverend Jackson and all of
the members of this delegation who
sought to bring about an opportunity
for peace in this crisis. I am only trou-
bled in that the present signals that we
are getting are not ones that indicate
that we are going to take advantage of
the opportunity that Reverend Jackson
has created.

I could talk about Reverend Jackson,
my father, for hours. Maybe for a life-
time. But I want to take the few min-
utes that I have, that has been given
me, just to mention the names of those
ministers who participated in this
event.

The Reverend Jesse Jackson, Sr.,
founder and president of the Rainbow/
PUSH Coalition. The Reverend Dr.
Joan Brown Campbell, general sec-
retary, National Council of Churches.
Mr. Nazir U. Khaja, medical doctor,
chairman of the board of the American
Muslim Council, head of the Islamic In-
formation Service.

Father Leonid Kishkovsky, Orthodox
Church of America. The Reverend
James Meeks, Salem Baptist Church,
Chicago, Illinois. The Reverend Father
Irinej Dobrijevic, Serbian Orthodox
priest, International Orthodox Chris-
tian Charities. Landrum Bolling, Sen-
ior Advisor, Conflict Management
Group, Director-at-Large, Mercy Corps
International.

John Wyma, chief of staff to Con-
gressman ROD BLAGOJEVICH. Father
Raymond G. Helmick from Boston Col-
lege in Boston, Massachusetts. Amy
Toensing, photographer. Walter Rogers
from CNN. Yuri Tadesse, the director
of International Affairs at Rainbow/
PUSH Coalition.

David Steele, Center for Strategic
and International Studies of Wash-
ington, D.C. James George Couchell,
His Grace Bishop Dimitrios of Xanthos,
Greek Orthodox Archdiocese of Amer-
ica. His Grace Right Reverend Bishop
Mitrophan, Serbian Orthodox Bishop of
Eastern America. Bishop Marshall
‘‘Jack’’ Meadors of the United Meth-
odist Church.
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Rabbi Steven Bennett Jacobs, Tem-

ple KOL Tikva from Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia. Mr. Zoran S. Hodjera, president
of the Saint Luke Serbian Orthodox
Church in Washington, D.C. Our col-
league, Congressman ROD BLAGOJEVICH
from the Fifth Congressional District
in Illinois. Obrad Kesic, Director of
Governmental Affairs, IGN Pharma-
ceuticals. Reverend Roy Thomas
Lloyd, Broadcast News Director of the
National Council of Churches.

Jonathan Alpert from HBO. Susan
Sachs from the New York Times.
Bryan Puchaty, CNN. Marie Nelson,
the director for Africa Policy, Rain-
bow/PUSH Coalition.

Mr. Speaker, this interfaith delega-
tion made it possible to bring our pris-
oners of war home.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to
commend the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. JACKSON) for listing all the clergy-
men. I had not seen that list published
any place and it was certainly a won-
derful delegation. And I commend him
for giving them the proper attributes
for their work.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACK-
SON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GILMAN), the chairman
of the Committee on International Re-
lations, for his generosity and for his
constant advocacy for peace. And I
thank the gentleman from American
Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA), the rank-
ing member, for his leadership. I also
thank the gentlewoman from Florida
(Mrs. MEEK) for bringing this to a point
when we could acknowledge a great
man of peace.

Mr. Speaker, ringing throughout the
halls of many places over the weekend,
and particularly in our houses of wor-
ship, were the words, ‘‘glory, glory,
hallelujah,’’ for it was that which
caused the efforts of Reverend Jesse
Louis Jackson to be put at the pin-
nacle of our eyesight in terms of what
he accomplished. We had always known
him as a man of peace who was coura-
geous, but as he brought forth the
three young men and presented them
to us this past Sunday there was a
ringing of celebration, one long over-
due.

I rise to support this resolution and
support Reverend Jesse L. Jackson,
Sr., and as noted by the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. JACKSON), all of the
others, part of the delegation, the reli-
gious and civic leaders, including our
colleague from Illinois (Mr.
BLAGOJEVICH).

It is important to acknowledge the
fact that there can be peace.
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I am grateful that specialist Steven
Gonzales, Staff Sergeant Andrew Rami-
rez, and Staff Sergeant Christopher
Stone, who were captured on patrol
along the border of Kosovo and Mac-
edonia, are now free. I am delighted
that Reverend Jackson, in prayer and

with courage, left the shores of this
land and went forth to deliver them.

As I traveled in Albania and Mac-
edonia this weekend, it was clear that
all eyes were on Reverend Jackson and
his delegation. First, we were offering
up prayers, Mr. Speaker; and then, of
course, we were hoping for the very
best.

We know that President Milosevic
has brutally murdered many of the eth-
nic Albanians. We know that women
and children have been displaced, along
with their husbands and men. We know
that the men have been murdered and
taken off to war. We know the refugee
camps are in terrible condition in
terms of the living conditions, and we
know we must prevail to stop ethnic
cleansing. But Reverend Jackson rose
above those issues to proceed to de-
clare peace and to receive these indi-
viduals back.

Mr. Speaker, I would simply take my
hat off, if I had one, to salute Reverend
Jesse L. Jackson, Sr., for being a cou-
rageous man of peace.

Mr. Speaker, I submit for the RECORD
Reverend Jackson’s entire resume and
bio.
REVEREND JESSE L. JACKSON, SR., PRESIDENT

AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER, RAINBOW/
PUSH COALITION, INC.
The Reverend Jesse Louis Jackson, Presi-

dent and founder of the Rainbow/PUSH Coa-
lition, is one of America’s foremost political
figures. Over the past thirty years he has
played a pivotal role in virtually every
movement for empowerment, peace, civil
rights, gender equality, and economic and
social justice.

Reverend Jackson has been called the
‘‘conscience of the nation’’ and ‘‘the great
unifier,’’ challenging America to establish
just and humane priorities. He is known for
bringing people together in common ground
across lines of race, class, gender, and belief.

Born on October 8, 1941 in Greenville,
South Carolina, Jesse Jackson attended the
University of Illinois on a football scholar-
ship and later transferred to North Carolina
A&T State University. He attended Chicago
Theological Seminary until he joined the
Civil Rights Movement full time in 1965.

Reverend Jackson began his activism as a
student leader in the sit-in movement and
continued as a young organizer for the
Southern Christian Leadership Conference as
an assistant to Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.
He went onto direct Operation Breadbasket
and subsequently founded People United to
Save Humanity (PUSH) in Chicago in 1971.
PUSH’s goals were economic empowerment
and expanding educational and employment
opportunities for the disadvantaged and
communities of color. In 1984, Reverend
Jackson founded the National Rainbow Coa-
lition, a national social justice organization
devoted to political empowerment, education
and changing public policy. In September
1996, the Rainbow Coalition and Operation
PUSH merged into the Rainbow/PUSH Coali-
tion to continue both philosophies and maxi-
mize its resources.

Long before national health care, a war on
drugs, dialogue with the Soviet Union and
negotiations with the Middle East were pop-
ular positions, Reverend Jackson advocated
them. By virtue of Reverend Jackson’s advo-
cacy, South African apartheid and the fight
for democracy in Haiti came to the forefront
of the national conscience.

Reverend Jackson’s two presidential cam-
paigns broke new ground in U.S. politics. His

1984 campaign won 3.5 million votes, reg-
istered over one million new voters, and
helped the Democratic Party regain control
of the Senate in 1986. His 1988 candidacy won
seven million votes and registered two mil-
lion new voters and helped to sweep hun-
dreds of elected officials into office. Addi-
tionally, this civil rights leader won a his-
toric victory, coming in first or second in 46
out of 54 contests. His clear progressive
agenda and his ability to build an unprece-
dented coalition inspired millions to join the
political process.

As a highly respected world leader, Rev-
erend Jackson has acted many times as an
international diplomat in sensitive situa-
tions. In 1984, for example, Reverend Jackson
secured the release of captured Navy Lieu-
tenant Robert Goodman from Syria, as well
as the release of 48 Cuban and Cuban-Amer-
ican prisoners in 1984. He was the first Amer-
ican to bring hostages out of Kuwait and
Iraq in 1990.

In 1990, in an impressive victory, Reverend
Jackson was elected to the post of U.S. Sen-
ator from Washington, D.C., a position also
known as ‘‘Statehood Senator.’’ The office
was created to advocate for statehood for the
District of Columbia, which has a population
higher than five states yet has no voting rep-
resentation in Congress.

A hallmark of Reverend Jackson’s work
has been his commitment to youth. He has
visited thousands of high schools, colleges,
universities, and correctional facilities en-
couraging excellence, inspiring hope and
challenging young people to award them-
selves with academic excellence and to stay
drug-free. He has also been a major force in
the American labor movement—working
with unions to organize workers and mediate
labor disputes. It is noted, Reverend Jackson
has probably walked more picket lines and
spoken at more labor rallies than any other
national leader.

A renowned orator, Reverend Jackson has
received numerous honors for his work in
human and civil rights and for nonviolent so-
cial change. In 1991, the U.S. Post Office put
his likeness on a pictorial postal cancella-
tion, only the second living person to receive
such an honor. He has been on the Gallup
List of Ten Most Respected Americans for
the past ten years. He has also received the
prestigious NAACP Spingarn Award, in addi-
tion to honors from hundreds of grassroots
and community organizations from coast to
coast. Reverend Jackson has been awarded
more than 40 honorary doctorate degrees,
and frequently lectures at Howard, Yale,
Princeton, Morehouse, Harvard, Columbia,
Stanford, and Hampton Universities, among
others.

Since 1992, Reverend Jackson has hosted
‘‘Both Sides With Jesse Jackson’’ on Cable
News Network. He is the author of two
books: Keep Hope Alive (South End Press,
1989) and Straight From the Heart (Fortress
Press, 1987). In 1996, Reverend Jackson co-au-
thored the book Legal Lynching: Racism, In-
justice, and the Death Penalty (Marlowe &
Company) with his son, U.S. Representative
Jesse L. Jackson, Jr.

In October 1997, Reverend Jackson was ap-
pointed by President Bill Clinton and Sec-
retary of State Madeleine Albright as ‘‘Spe-
cial Envoy of the President and Secretary of
State for the Promotion of Democracy in Af-
rica.’’ In his official position as Special
Envoy, Reverend Jackson traveled to Kenya
and Zambia in November 1997. Reverend
Jackson met with His Excellency Daniel T.
Arap Moi of Kenya and President Frederick
J.T. Chiluba of Zambia during his trip.

Reverend Jackson married college sweet-
heart Jacqueline Lavinia Brown in 1963.
They have five children: Santita Jackson,
Cong. Jesse Louis Jackson, Jr., Jonathan
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Jackson, Yusef DuBois Jackson, Esq., and
Jacqueline Lavinia Jackson, Jr. The Jack-
sons reside in Chicago.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DAVIS).

(Mr. DAVIS of Illinois asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
join with my colleagues in support of
H. Res. 156, a resolution to honor not
only the work of the Honorable Rev-
erend Jesse Jackson but also the work
of the entire delegation who traveled
with him against insurmountable odds
and came back victorious.

Especially would I like to single out
the work of our colleague, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. ROD
BLAGOJEVICH), and the Reverend James
Meeks, whom I happen to know and
have a tremendous amount of respect
for.

I think, once again, Reverend Jack-
son has demonstrated his astuteness,
his ability, his agility. Some of us
thought maybe Reverend Jackson was
getting a little bit older, and somebody
else said, no, Jesse is not getting older,
he is just getting better. And so he has
gotten better, he is better, and we com-
mend and congratulate him once again
on a tremendous piece of humanitarian
work for all of the world to see.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. NAPOLITANO).

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleagues on both sides of
the fence for bringing this today to
this floor.

I especially want to thank my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Florida
(Mrs. CARRIE MEEK), for authoring
House Resolution 156, which commends
the Reverend Jesse Jackson for his
wonderful and great work in securing
the release of our brave servicemen,
Staff Sergeant Andrew Ramirez, Staff
Sergeant Christopher Stone, and Spe-
cialist Steven Gonzales.

I am proud to be a cosponsor of this
resolution and honored to have the op-
portunity to address the Nation about
it today.

Reverend Jesse Jackson has once
again proven himself a man of great
ability, of great compassion and of
great faith. His mission to Yugoslavia
brought relief and joy to the families of
these three servicemen and to all
Americans who prayed for their free-
dom.

Our Nation owes Jesse Jackson a
great debt of gratitude. His skillful di-
plomacy in this case, as well as his
other successful missions to free hos-
tages and prisoners throughout the
years, serves to remind us of Reverend
Jackson’s steadfast dedication to peace
and freedom.

With regard to Staff Sergeant Steven
Ramirez, I am especially thankful to
Reverend Jackson for his courageous
mission and am proud to join the Na-
tion in honoring this exemplary Amer-
ican today.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Ohio (Mrs. JONES).

(Mrs. JONES of Ohio asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I
rise in support of H.R. 156, to commend,
thank and congratulate the Reverend
Jesse Jackson and his delegation and
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. ROD
BLAGOJEVICH) for securing the release
of the three American soldiers.

There has been great discussion criti-
cizing independent diplomatic efforts
as dangerous, out of line and inappro-
priate. I stand to commend the efforts
of this faith-based delegation made up
of more than 20 religious leaders as the
right move at the right time and in the
best interests of the soldiers and this
Nation.

I am the mother of a 16-year-old
man-child named Mervyn Jones, the
love of my life. I place myself in the
shoes of the mothers of these three
American soldiers, experiencing the
anxiety, loneliness, regret, love, long-
ing and desperation of not being able to
remove my son from the arms of
Milosevic. Thanks to the efforts of
Reverend Jackson and his delegation, I
stand in the shoes of these same moth-
ers exuberant, relieved, happy, proud,
grateful and blessed that God allowed
the Reverend Jackson to speak for me
and my son.

In the midst of apprehension, discourage-
ment, criticism and mistrust, this faith-based
delegation had the courage and most of all the
faith, hope and belief that they could accom-
plish that which others had been unable to ac-
complish—the release of three young Amer-
ican soldiers.

There comes a time when all criticism
should cease and all voices should now be
heard in unison, thanking these great Ameri-
cans for their efforts, thanking these great
Americans for their belief, thanking them for
their audacity to believe that they could, thank-
ing them for their service.

Reverend Jackson, Representative
BLAGOJEVICH and other members of the dele-
gation, I join with the United States Congress
and the American people to laud, commend,
congratulate and praise your good work.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from North Carolina (Mrs. CLAYTON).

(Mrs. CLAYTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the chairman and the ranking
member for having this, and I want to
thank the leadership of the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK) for
offering this resolution.

I rise in support of H.R. 156, a resolu-
tion to commend Reverend Jesse Jack-
son, Sr., for securing the release from
captivity of three United States sol-
diers: Specialist Steven Gonzales of
Huntsville, Texas; Staff Sergeant An-
drew Ramirez of Los Angeles; and Staff
Sergeant Christopher Stone of Smiths
Creek, Michigan.

For 5 weeks these soldiers reportedly
were held isolated from each other and

their units and held captive in a hostile
land. Members of their families, people
in their home communities and con-
cerned citizens around the world
prayed for their safe return. We were
disappointed by the unsuccessful diplo-
matic efforts to secure their release.

In answer to the call of conscience,
who will go to seek the release of these
young men, Reverend Jesse Jackson
boldly and courageously answered, I
will. Despite the risk of failure, despite
the risk of danger to his personal secu-
rity, despite the risk of criticism from
those who would say he had no business
whatsoever, Reverend Jesse Jackson
and his faith-based mission answered
the call.

And, indeed, we want to commend
our colleague, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. BLAGOJEVICH), to go to this
foreign country and to urge the coun-
try of that Nation to let our soldiers go
home.

He succeeded and we are glad. Perhaps
this humanitarian gesture by the Yugoslavian
President, to set free our soldiers, will be fol-
lowed by more substantial concessions on his
part to hasten an end to the destruction of that
region and the suffering he has caused in so
many lives there. However, today, we should
take time, on behalf of a nation that is grateful
and very relieved by the safe return of our sol-
diers, to say thank you to Rev. Jesse Jackson
for answering the call of conscience and for a
job well done.

Rev. Jesse Jackson, by his bold actions,
displayed the wisdom implicit in the old maxim
that we should live, learn, love and leave a
legacy. By his actions, Rev. Jackson displayed
courage to go into a dangerous situation to
accomplish his mission, to seek the release of
our soldiers. He did it and we say thank you.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
may I ask how much more time do I
have on this side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). The gentleman from Amer-
ican Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) has
43⁄4 minutes remaining.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATERS).

(Ms. WATERS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time; and though 1 minute is not
enough, I will try.

I simply want to, first, thank the
gentleman from New York (Mr. GIL-
MAN), the chairman, and our ranking
member, as well as the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. CARRIE MEEK) for
stopping and focusing us and getting us
together to give our thanks to Rev-
erend Jesse Jackson.

Reverend Jesse Jackson is truly a re-
markable man. He is a man who truly
believes in the power of prayer and the
ability to argue the moral and humane
position, no matter how difficult it
looks, no matter how difficult it seems.

He was criticized. They said, do not
go, Jesse; do not mess up our diplo-
matic relations, even though we had
none. But Jesse went in spite of that,
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with a faith-based coalition and our
own Congressman, to say to Mr.
Milosevic, let them go.

And despite the fact that we all be-
lieve that Mr. Milosevic is without a
moral center, that this is a man who
has been involved in ethnic cleansing,
that this is a man who had lost his
moral compass a long time ago, Jesse
convinced him.

He did not stop on the first try. They
told him it was not on the agenda.
Jesse Jackson went to bed; and he said,
it is on my agenda. And he got up the
next morning, and he continued with
the mission, and he made it happen.

We are pleased. The mothers of these
young men are pleased. We are so glad
we have a Jesse Jackson. The world
should thank Jesse Jackson.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. RUSH).

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I want to
also thank the sponsor of this out-
standing resolution, H.R. 156. I also
want to thank the chairman of the sub-
committee and also the ranking mem-
ber of the subcommittee for this occa-
sion.

Today, I would like to commend Rev-
erend Jesse Jackson and the entire
Jackson peace delegation, which in-
cluded the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
ROD BLAGOJEVICH) and the Reverend
James Meeks, both who reside in the
City of Chicago, for their heroic efforts
in bringing our soldiers back home.

It took people of monumental
strength and enormous moral courage
to accomplish such a noble feat. I know
that all of America, including the par-
ents of our soldiers, thanked God when
on Sunday it was announced that our
soldiers were released.

One word about Reverend Jackson.
Reverend Jackson is, indeed, a remark-
able man, a man of enormous courage
and enormous talent and abilities. Rev-
erend Jackson’s moral plea to
Milosevic for the release of our soldiers
was not an easy task. However, once
again, Reverend Jackson has dem-
onstrated to us the power of diplomatic
negotiations.

Reverend Jackson certainly deserves
every word, every symbol, every indi-
cation that we have giving him thanks.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. HILLIARD).

Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Speaker, I com-
mend the Reverend Jesse Jackson. For
many years, the Reverend Jesse Jack-
son has served the cause of peace and
human dignity. Once again, Reverend
Jackson has traveled to the battle-
fields of a world at war to return cap-
tive servicemen. Once again, he has
brought a message of peace and human
unity to a situation many thought was
beyond hope. Once again, Reverend
Jackson has put his faith to the test,
opened his heart in love and brought
hope to the hopeless. Once again, Rev-
erend Jackson has made himself an ex-
ample of a committed American and an
international peacekeeper.

Leading a delegation of Christian,
Muslims and Jewish representatives,
Reverend Jackson made a way where
there seemed to be none. It is my hope
that we may use the relationships
which he has developed to find a way to
end this war but, more importantly,
that we find a way to end the oppres-
sion which caused it. It must always be
our goal to establish a peace not based
on oppression and to rebuild an arc of
the covenant between all people. Rev-
erend Jackson has done his part. Let us
now do ours.

Mr. Speaker, I commend Reverend
Jackson for his efforts.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman
from Michigan (Ms. KILPATRICK).

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank our ranking member
and the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN) and my very dear friend, the
gentlewoman from Florida (Mrs.
CARRIE MEEK), for bringing this resolu-
tion forward.

People can say what they want about
this country. This is the greatest coun-
try in the world. Men like Reverend
Jesse Jackson, as well as my colleague,
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. ROD
BLAGOJEVICH), who have the courage to
risk their lives, and the other delega-
tion, and to go on foreign soil to free
three heroes are to be commended.

I want to add my voice to all those
who have spoken before me in thanking
Reverend Jackson and our colleague
and their delegation. This world will be
a better place. We hope we can end this
war and bring peace to our Nation.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. BLAGOJEVICH), the gentleman who
accompanied Reverend Jackson and
made it possible for Reverend Jackson
to visit in Yugoslavia.

Mr. BLAGOJEVICH. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding me
this time.

Sergeant Ramirez and Sergeant
Stone and Specialist Gonzales are soon
to be home with their families due to
the hard work and effort of Reverend
Jesse Jackson. He worked very hard.
He was constant in his pursuit of nego-
tiations to achieve this mission. There
were peaks, and there were valleys. I
know, because I was there with him.

b 1930
Reverend Jackson did it in Iraq and

Kuwait. He did it before in Cuba with
hostages. He did it before and was suc-
cessful in Syria with Robert Goodman.
And he did it again in Yugoslavia. Rev-
erend Jesse Jackson is four for four,
and Jesse Jackson is the man.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
how much time do I have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN). The gentleman from Amer-
ican Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) has 1
minute remaining.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 35 seconds to the gentleman
from Tennessee (Mr. FORD).

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentleman for yielding me the time.

I just want to the add my voice of
congratulations to Jesse Jackson, who
in many ways is like a father figure to
me. I have known the family for so
long. I am not surprised what Jesse
Jackson was able to accomplish. And I
say to my dear friend who came with
me in the same class in 1996, that great
Congressman from Chicago, he was one
heck of a wing man and the Reverend
could not have done it without him.

Congratulations, Reverend Jackson.
And to the Ramirez, Stone and
Gonzales families, I thank them for
producing three great men like they
have.

God bless America.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) has 25 seconds remain-
ing.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1 additional minute to
the gentleman from American Samoa
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA).

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself the balance of the time.

I certainly want to commend and
thank my colleagues for the state-
ments that have been presented to pay
this very special tribute and this reso-
lution to Reverend Jesse Jackson for
the performance and for the contribu-
tions that he has made, especially in
bringing home these three soldiers who
had been imprisoned for the past 31
days.

In saying that, I certainly thank my
good friend the gentlewoman from
Florida for her sponsorship of this leg-
islation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of
the time to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. BROWN).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from American Samoa has 1
minute remaining. That 1 minute is
yielded to the gentlewoman from Flor-
ida (Ms. BROWN).

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today in support of House Resolu-
tion 156.

I want to thank the Reverend Jesse
Lewis Jackson for the wonderful job he
has done getting the three American
prisoners released. Our Nation and the
families of the three soldiers who were
held for a month are very grateful to
Reverend Jackson’s work.

Reverend Jackson has only recently
been named as a diplomat, but he has
been doing this work for a very long
time. I am very hopeful that Reverend
Jackson’s success will encourage the
two sides to find a peaceful end to the
crisis.

On that note, I want to say that I
joined several of my colleagues this
weekend in Vienna, where we had
meetings with the Russian Parliament.
We tried to set a framework for peace
negotiations between the two sides,
and I am very pleased with our results.
We cannot underestimate the power of
negotiators like the Reverend Jackson,
and I am very encouraged that his ef-
forts, along with the discussions with
the Russian officials, will lay the
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groundwork for peace and end this con-
flict.

God bless America. And, of course,
we all love the Reverend Jesse Lewis
Jackson.

I would like to congratulate the Reverend
Jesse Jackson in his successful efforts in
bringing home the three United States service-
men, Staff Sergeant Christopher J. Stone,
Staff Sergeant Andrew A. Ramirez and Spe-
cialist Steven M. Gonzales, who were ab-
ducted in Macedonia near the Yugoslav bor-
der where they were on patrol while partici-
pating in a NATO force that was to move into
Kosovo as peacekeepers in case of a settle-
ment. Mr. Jackson’s trip to Yugoslavia as a
negotiator on behalf of the soldiers was in-
deed courageous, and his diplomatic talents
are more than commendable.

Indeed, in obtaining the release of the cap-
tured soldiers, Reverend Jesse Jackson suc-
ceeded where no one else could through his
immeasurable perseverance, faith, and per-
sistent negotiating with the Serb leader. It is
interesting to note that this was not the Rev-
erend’s first success as an international medi-
ator. In 1984, he won the freedom from Syria
of a U.S. Navy flyer, Lt. Robert O. Goodman,
Jr., who had been shot down in a raid on anti-
aircraft positions in Lebanon. I also recall that
in June of that same year he persuaded Fidel
Castro to release 22 Americans and 26 Cu-
bans from Cuban prisons. Additionally, Jesse
Jackson has participated in numerous domes-
tic ‘‘missions,’’ and has mediated in several
disputes on behalf of African Americans, labor
and the poor. One example of his efforts was
his success in prodding the aircraft maker
Boeing into a $15 million settlement of two
class action lawsuits that accused the firm of
discriminating against its African American
workers. I wholeheartedly admire the Rev-
erend for his tactics in dispute resolution, for
his siding with the underdogs, the poor, mi-
norities, and the oppressed.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of the time.

Again, I want to commend the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK) for
bringing this resolution to the floor. I
want to thank our senior member of
our committee, the gentleman from
American Samoa (Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA)
for his participation, and thank all of
those who participated in this tribute
to Reverend Jesse Jackson, and to his
fellow clergymen who participated
with him in this admirable under-
taking in releasing our prisoners.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, the Rev. Jesse Jackson is truly one of
America’s unsung heroes, and today I stand
before you to sing his praises.

For many years, conservatives have held
Jesse Jackson up as the poster child for lib-
eral causes.

They have chastised him and demonized
him.

They have cursed him and mocked him.
And at the same time they wear their

version of Christian values on their lapels,
they look down on everyone that does not
conform to their narrowly interpreted set of
rules.

However, if ever there was a person who
exemplified the morals and the values es-
poused by Christ, that person is the Rev.
Jesse Jackson. In the Book of Matthew, Chap-

ter 5, our Savior, Jesus Christ tells us which
values will be looked upon favorably in the
kingdom of Heaven. Some of the ones he
mentions who will be blessed are:

‘‘The poor in spirit, for theirs is the kingdom
of heaven.’’

The Rev. Jackson has dedicated his life to
representing the most marginalized,
disenfranchised members of American society.

‘‘Those who hunger and thirst for righteous-
ness, for they will be filled.’’

The Rev. Jackson has made filing the souls
of Americans as important as filing the bellies
of the hungry.

‘‘The merciful, for they will be shown
mercy.’’

The Rev. Jackson has stepped into the
chasm of propaganda and demonization to
meet with the leaders of our nation’s ‘‘en-
emies’’ and bring America’s sons and daugh-
ters back from captivity in foreign countries.

‘‘The pure in heart, for they will see God.’’
The Rev. Jackson’s approach to solving

problems clearly illustrates the innocence and
humility of his altruistic intentions, his love of
all people, and his dedication to making the
world a better place for everyone.

‘‘The peacemakers, for they will be called
sons of God.’’

The Rev. Jackson has been a strong, out-
spoken advocate of diplomacy and nonviolent
conflict resolution.

‘‘Those who are persecuted because of
righteousness, for their is the kingdom of
heaven.’’

The Rev. Jackson has stood on the front
lines of our nation’s struggle to recognize the
civil rights of all its citizens.

Rev. Jackson, we appreciate you and the
work you are doing to walk the path. We com-
mend you for your tireless efforts to bring
home American soldiers who have become
prisoners of war. However, your selflessness
does not stop there. On a number of occa-
sions, your intervention has freed citizens
being held as human shields by Saddam Hus-
sein and political prisoners from Cuban jails.
Hold your head up Brother Jackson. You are
somebody! Keep the faith! When you are feel-
ing a little unappreciated, just remember.

Blessed are you when people insult you,
persecute you and falsely say all kinds of
evil against you because of me. Rejoice and
be glad, because great is your reward in
heaven, for in the same way they persecuted
the prophets who were before you. You are
the salt of the earth. But if the salt loses its
saltiness, how can it be made salty again? It
is no longer good for anything, except to be
thrown out and trampled by men. You are
the light of the world. A city on a hill cannot
be hidden. Neither do people light a lamp and
put it under a bowl. Instead they put it on
its stand, and it gives light to everyone in
the house. In the same way, let your light
shine before men, that they may see your
good deeds and praise your Father in heaven.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thought that I
should go to Andrews Airport Air Force Base
yesterday to welcome Jesse Jackson home.
Reverend Jackson had helped raise the con-
sciousness of the nation to freedom concerns
in the District of Columbia when he was state-
hood senator and lived here a few years ago.
I thought that I should be there to greet him
for bringing a freedom message to President
Slobodan Milosevic, who heard Jesse Jackson
and freed the three American servicemen.

I listened intently to Rev. Jackson’s com-
ments at the airport. He detailed how he had

managed to free the three soldiers, and it was
clear that he had done it with great care and
skill without undermining U.S. foreign policy
concerns and military aims. Reverend Jackson
carried the NATO four conditions and urged
them on Milosevic at the same time that he
urged our country to look for diplomatic open-
ings. Through the efforts of the former Rus-
sian Prime Minister Viktor Chernomyrdin, who
coincidently arrived at Andrews shortly after
the Jackson delegation, these openings are
beginning to appear now. Rev. Jackson’s work
has not hurt our goals, and may have helped
in ways we cannot yet know. What we do
know is what Jesse Jackson, through an act
of will and skill, has produced the three young
men before the war’s end. Jesse Jackson de-
serves credit not only for what he did but for
the way he did it. Today’s special order is a
well deserved tribute.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight to rec-
ognize my good friend and colleague, Rev-
erend Jesse Jackson, for his diplomacy in
Yugoslavia and his work to bring an end to the
crisis in Kosovo. Thanks to the work of Rev-
erend Jackson and his delegation, three serv-
icemen who had been held in Yugoslavia have
been freed and allowed to return home safely.
We must continue to take every measure pos-
sible to ensure the safe and expeditious return
home of all the men and women of the United
States Armed Forces who have been dis-
patched to Yugoslavia.

In the same spirit, I hope that we can seize
upon this moment to further these diplomatic
efforts to bring about an immediate end to
Slobodan Milosevic’s campaign of terror. At
this juncture, I am convinced that our best
hope for peace and stability in the region is
the negotiation of an immediate cease fire and
the dispatch of an international peace keeping
force. It is my strong belief that the United
States and NATO must reach out to the
United Nations, Russia, China, and others to
work together toward a new internationally ne-
gotiated peace agreement and to secure Serb
compliance with any and all of its terms.

As a person who strongly believes in the
teachings and work of Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., I profoundly subscribe to the principles of
nonviolence and implore us to consider the
teachings of Dr. King as we address the crisis
in Kosovo. In speaking about the Vietnam war
in his speech A Christmas Sermon on Peace
found in his last book, The Trumpet of Con-
science, Dr. King wrote: ‘‘But one day we
must come to see that peace is not merely a
distant goal we seek, but that it is a means by
which we arrive at that goal. We must pursue
peaceful ends through peaceful means. All of
this is saying that, in the final analysis, means
and ends must cohere because the end is
pre-existent in the means and ultimately de-
structive means cannot bring about construc-
tive ends.’’

Based upon these principles of non-vio-
lence, it is with enthusiasm and pride that I
applaud Reverend Jackson and his delegation
for opening important, new diplomatic chan-
nels. While I have not seen Milosevic’s letter
to President Clinton, I am very hopeful that
our President will view the letter as a possible
opportunity to renew dialog to seek a political
settlement to this horrific crisis. I pray that this
will set in motion a process that ends the
bloodshed in Yugoslavia and leads to sustain-
able and long-term peace in the Balkans.
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Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-

quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
GILMAN) that the House suspend the
rules and agree to the resolution,
House Resolution 156, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution, as amended, was agreed to.

The title was amended so as to read:
‘‘Resolution commending the Reverend
Jesse L. Jackson, Sr. on securing the
release of Specialist Steven Gonzales of
Huntsville, Texas, Staff Sergeant An-
drew Ramirez of Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia, and Staff Sergeant Christopher
Stone of Smiths Creek, Michigan, from
captivity in the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia.’’.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

f

‘‘WE, THE PEOPLE, CITIZEN AND
CONSTITUTION PROGRAM’’

(Mr. HILL of Montana asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. HILL of Montana. Mr. Speaker,
earlier this week more than 1,200 stu-
dents from across the United States
were here in Washington to compete in
the national finals of the ‘‘We, the Peo-
ple, Citizen and Constitution Pro-
gram.’’

I am proud to announce that a high
school class from Polson High School
in Polson, Montana, represented the
State of Montana in this national
event. These young scholars have
worked diligently to reach the national
finals and, through this experience,
have gained a deep respect and a great-
er knowledge and a greater under-
standing of the fundamental principles
and the values of our constitutional
Republic.

‘‘We, the People’’ is the most exten-
sive education program in the country
that was developed to educate young
people about the Constitution and the
Bill of Rights. This program has pro-
vided classroom materials at elemen-
tary and middle and high school levels
for more than 261⁄2 million students
across the country.

I am proud of the students from
Polson, Montana, and I commend them
for their dedication to a better under-
standing of their Government.

Mr. Speaker, I include the following
newspaper article for the RECORD:
NONTENURED TEACHERS CUT: BOARD VOTES TO

SLICE 60 POSITIONS TO HELP SAVE $1M

(By Leslie McCartney)

The teaching contracts of more than 60
nontenured teachers will not be renewed,
Helena School District trustees reluctantly
voted Tuesday night.

The district is facing serious financial
problems. The district is seeking ways to
slice $1 million expenses from its 1999–2000
school year budget.

‘‘This is an unpleasant task,’’ said Bill
Rasor, personnel program manager for the
district.

Many of the trustees lamented the nec-
essary move—by contract the district must
give teachers notice—but it was not unex-
pected.

Tuesday’s meeting included more proposed
considerations for reductions as part of the
ongoing budgeting process that has been con-
suming the district and the trustees for at
least a month.

A new consideration presented to the board
Tuesday included eliminating a $15,000 con-
tract for high school students with the Mon-
tana Science Institute, based at Canyon
Ferry Lake.

Also discussed were a few revised pro-
posals, including that of the gifted and tal-
ented program. The program would not be
completely eliminated as was suggested ear-
lier this month.

Under a new model, the district would re-
tain two gifted and talented staff members
to coordinate services and consult with
classroom teachers.

‘‘We’re regrouping . . . maybe we’re not
quite ready to hand it off entirely.’’ Super-
intendent Bruce Messinger noted.

Also revised was the issue of increasing
class size, which of district hoped to boost to
save money. Under a new proposal, class
sizes in the early primary grades (kinder-
garten through second grade) (kindergarten
through second grade) would stay small.

However, class sizes would be raised to 26
students in third grade, 28 in fourth grade
and 30 in fifth grade. The changes in staffing,
coupled with savings in physical education
and the music program, could save $116,000,
according to district projections.

Trustees also mulled a revision in the ‘‘sig-
nificant writing’’ program to cut four full-
time positions at a savings of $116,000.

This year’s budget crunch is not an anom-
aly. Messinger presented a glimpse of a budg-
et picture for the next four years that points
to a further decline in enrollment. Enroll-
ment in Montana is directly linked to the
amount of funding a district receives.

‘‘It’s not going to get any prettier,’’ said
trustee Brenda Nordlund.

Many trustees also had strong words for
the Legislature, which they accused of not
paying attention to the plight of many of the
state’s larger districts that are unable to le-
gally raise additional funds.

‘‘We’re pushing hard against the ceiling
and it’s coming down on us,’’ Messinger
noted.

The district’s difficulties—along with the
hours spent poring over numbers and fi-
nances—brought at least one trustee to near
tears at the board meeting.

‘‘I find this a tremendously humbling expe-
rience,’’ said trustee Julie Mitchell.

She added that she realizes the district
must pare its expenses, but the task is un-
pleasant and unavoidable.

‘‘In the end we have to decide and some-
one’s going to be mad,’’ she said.

But she admonished both the public and
trustees to remember that the district deliv-
ers a quality education and will continue to
do so, in spite of the financial crunch.

‘‘There are some incredibly cool things
going on . . . we give our kids a fantastic
education.’’

Trustees also reminded the public that
none of the proposed reductions have been
decided and urged continued public input.

‘‘This is not set in concrete,’’ Trustee Rich
Moy said.

A public hearing on the budget is set for
March 16.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that time allocated
to the gentleman from Indiana (Mr.
BURTON) and the time allocated to me
be reversed on the schedule.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from South Dakota?

There was no objection.

f

IDEA FUNDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Dakota (Mr.
THUNE) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. Speaker, today the
House passed House Concurrent Reso-
lution 84, which I think is important
for a number of reasons. There is no
higher priority, I believe, than our
children’s education.

I have a third grader and a fifth grad-
er who attend Oscar Howell Elemen-
tary, the public school system in Sioux
Falls, South Dakota, in the Sioux Falls
School District. The school board elec-
tion is coming up in June. There are no
fewer than 12 people running for one
position on the school board, and we
will have the opportunity to choose a
very qualified member of the school
board. I am delighted to have that
many people who are interested in
seeking and holding that very impor-
tant position.

The concurrent resolution that we
passed today in the House was a non-
binding resolution. But, nevertheless, I
think is important, for several reasons.
It compels the will of this House that
special education be funded before any
other new education initiatives are
funded. That makes basic sense. The
special education mandate, IDEA fund-
ing, is a Federal mandate and, there-
fore, should be federally funded.

Twenty years ago the Congress com-
mitted to fund special ed at 40 percent
of the total funding level. We are not
even close to that today, not even
close. I am pleased that the Republican
Congress in the last years has begun
moving in that direction. In fact, we
have backed up our rhetoric with our
action.

If we look at where the President’s
budget has been in the last several
budget years, in fiscal year 1997 the Re-
publican Congress upped the Presi-
dent’s request for IDEA funding for
special ed by 19 percent. In 1998 we in-
creased the funding level for special ed
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by 17 percent over the President’s re-
quest. And in 1999 the Congress in-
creased the level of spending over the
President’s request by 13 percent.

There is a pattern and a history and
a commitment on the part of this Con-
gress to see that the Federal Govern-
ment honors the commitment that it
has made to local school district across
this country. So it is very important, I
think, that this resolution expresses
the will of the House that we will fully
fund special ed and move in that direc-
tion.

The other thing I think is important
with respect to this resolution is that
whenever the Federal Government im-
poses mandates on local school dis-
tricts and school boards, we take away
and deprive them of critical decision-
making authority.

I just mentioned that we have 12 peo-
ple seeking the school board position
for one position in the Sioux Falls
School District. Using the resources
that they have to fund the special ed
mandate deprives them of using re-
sources that could be allocated for
other important things like building
new schools, hiring new teachers, re-
ducing class sizes, or buying more com-
puters.

I will use my State of South Dakota
as an example. If we were fully funding
the mandate on special education
today, we would be looking at an addi-
tional $18 million coming into South
Dakota. And if each State would look
at their own statistics, I think they
would find similar types of relation-
ships between the current funding lev-
els and where it should be if the Fed-
eral Government was living up to the
mandate.

As I said earlier, there is no higher
priority than providing quality edu-
cation to children with disabilities and
at the same time freeing up resources
that local decision-makers can use to
improve the quality of education for
all of our students across this country.

And so I believe that the vote that
we made today in the House is impor-
tant, as we move down that direction
and look at what we can do to further
increase the funding level, to honor the
commitment that the Federal Govern-
ment has made to the local school
boards across this country, to see that
those Federal mandates that we impose
upon local school boards are fully fund-
ed so that our school districts and
those decision-makers at the local
level have an opportunity to do what
they do best, and that is try and give
our children the very best education
possible.

And I again would simply say that, as
a matter of principle, I believe that
this Republican Congress is committed
to seeing that more of that decision-
making authority is retained at the
local level and that our parents, our
teachers, our administrators and our
school boards are those who are in the
best position to make decisions about
the quality and the funding of our chil-
dren’s education. And that frankly, in

my view, is where we ought to put the
point of control.

And so the resolution that we acted
upon today, I think, speaks loud and
clear that this Congress will continue
to move in the direction of seeing that
the Federal mandate special education,
which we have a responsibility for 40
percent of, that we continue to move in
the direction, as we have here in the
past few years in this Congress, to see
that we honor that commitment to all
of our students across this country and
particularly to those who have disabil-
ities.

I look forward to working toward
that end and as we go through the ap-
propriations process within the con-
fines of a balanced budget agreement
to see that that gets done.
f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 833, BANKRUPTCY REFORM
ACT OF 1999

Mr. SESSIONS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 106–126) on the resolution (H.
Res. 158) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 833) to amend title 11 of
the United States Code, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. BAIRD) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BAIRD addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
f

COMMENDING OAK PARK, ILLI-
NOIS, ON 150 YEARS OF TOWN-
SHIP GOVERNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
150 years ago in 1849, Oak Park, Illinois
was just 10 years old, with a total popu-
lation of less than 500 people.

There were no streets lined with
Frank Lloyd Wright architecture.
There was no elevated train system for
rapid transit to the City of Chicago.
There was no light bulb, no telephone
or automobile. No one had heard of the
computer, Internet, or e-mail.
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In 1849, township as a local form of
government was established in Illinois,
and since then, voters in 85 of Illinois’

102 counties have benefited from this
most intimate form of government.

Today, Oak Park is a thriving com-
munity of more than 53,000 people,
known for its architectural heritage.
Within its 4.5 square miles lives a di-
verse mix of people with different cul-
tures, races and ethnicities, profes-
sions, lifestyles, religions, ages and in-
comes.

Primarily a residential community
bordering the city of Chicago, Oak
Park is the birthplace and childhood
home of novelist Ernest Hemingway.
An annual festival has traditionally
been held to celebrate his July birth
date.

Architect Frank Lloyd Wright lived
in Oak Park from 1889 to 1909, and 25
buildings in the village were designed
by him, including his first public build-
ing, Unity Temple, a Unitarian Univer-
salist church. His restored home and
studio is open for daily hours, and
there are many architecturally signifi-
cant homes ranging from Victorian to
prairie style in the village’s two his-
toric districts.

Other famous Oak Parkers include
Edgar Rice Burroughs, the creator of
Tarzan; Dr. Percy B. Julian, an out-
standing African American chemist
whose research led to the development
of cortisone; Joseph Kerwin, an astro-
naut on the first NASA Skylab team;
Ray Kroc, the founder of McDonald’s;
and Marjorie Judith Vincent, the 1991
Miss America.

Oak Park is also home to former
president of the Illinois Senate and re-
cently appointed chairman of the Illi-
nois Board of Higher Education, the
honorable Phillip Rock.

The Oak Park River Forest High
School is recognized as one of the best
public high schools in the Nation,
Fenwick is an outstanding Catholic
school, and the city is currently in-
volved in the redevelopment of down-
town Oak Park with new retail anchors
and an intermodal transportation facil-
ity.

In 1968, the village board approved
one of the Nation’s first local fair hous-
ing ordinances outlawing discrimina-
tion. In 1973, the board approved its
first Oak Park diversity statement;
and, in 1976, Oak Park was designated
an all-American city.

One thing that has not changed in
Oak Park during the past 150 years is
the person-to-person service provided
by township officials and township gov-
ernment in Illinois. When Illinois vot-
ers chose township government, they
chose the oldest form of government on
the North American continent. The
Pilgrims brought the concept of town-
ship government with them when they
landed on the eastern seaboard in 1636.
More than a century before the Revolu-
tionary War, townships were giving
communities a local and independent
voice in matters of government and
order.

Today, as we prepare to move into
the 21st century, government in Illi-
nois still thrives. More than 8 million
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Illinoisans are served by the 1,433 town-
ships in the State. This year, on April
3rd, townships held their annual meet-
ings, which is unique to this form of
government, where any citizen can step
up to the plate and voice any concern
that they have about the government.
In this regard, townships are truly the
government closest to the people they
govern as they continue to provide
functions and services which are vi-
tally important.

I take this moment after 150 years to
commend and congratulate the people
of Oak Park, Illinois, for dem-
onstrating that democracy can be
made real and that township govern-
ment can in fact and does in fact work.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
THUNE). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. HULSHOF) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Mr. HULSHOF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I be given the
time of the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. HULSHOF) and that he be given my
time on the list so that I can resume
my place in the chair following the 5-
minute special order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

f

AIR FORCE BOONDOGGLES COST
TAXPAYERS BILLIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. DUNCAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, last week
it was reported by the Associated Press
that an Air Force communications sat-
ellite worth $800 million had ended up
in the wrong orbit. This was the third
failure in a row for the Air Force Titan
IV program, at a total loss to the tax-
payers of over $3 billion. This latest
satellite not only ended up in the
wrong orbit, it ended up in a lopsided
orbit thousands of miles below its in-
tended orbit.

I have taken the floor many times
over the years to point out examples of
wasteful or exorbitant Federal spend-
ing. John Martin has for several years
had a segment called It’s Your Money
on the ABC national television news,
pointing out almost every week some
example of horrible Federal waste. He
has performed a great service to this
Nation in bringing this series to the at-
tention of the American people.

The examples, unfortunately, are far
too easy to find. Examples of ridicu-
lously wasteful Federal spending are
everywhere. It has made me wonder if
the Federal Government can do any-

thing in an efficient or economical
way.

But this Titan IV program really
takes the cake. Three failures at a cost
of $3 billion; $3 billion down the drain.

What really adds insult to injury, Mr.
Speaker, is that, because this is the
Federal Government, no one will really
be held accountable for this. In the pri-
vate sector if a company had three
major failures like this, heads would
roll in a big way. Of course, in the pri-
vate sector, no company could afford $3
billion in failures unless possibly it was
a big-time Federal contractor sub-
sidized by the taxpayer.

The Appropriation Committees of the
House and Senate should demand ac-
countability here. They should not
stand for $3 billion from three failed
launches.

But the easiest thing in the world,
Mr. Speaker, is to spend other people’s
money. So what are we going to do?
Thursday we are going to give big in-
creases in pay and pensions and fund-
ing for the same Air Force that has sat
around and allowed this $3 billion in
failures to occur.

Federal employees are great at
rationalizing or justifying even ridicu-
lous losses. I am sure that the Air
Force will have some great excuses,
and everyone connected with this will
be able to explain why it was not their
fault. Well, somebody is at fault and
probably several people, and they
should lose their jobs over this.

Even though we talk about a billion
dollars up here like it was very little,
$3 billion is still an awful lot of money.
This satellite, as I said earlier, cost
$800 million. Last Friday’s mission
alone cost $1.23 billion. Just think how
much good could have been done with
the total $3 billion in losses in this
Titan IV Air Force program.

Now, I favor a strong military and I
believe we should have a strong Air
Force, but I do not believe we should
just sit back and allow any part of the
military to throw away $3 billion. We
should not just cavalierly accept this.

Several years ago, Edward Rendell,
the Democratic Mayor of Philadelphia,
said at a congressional hearing, ‘‘Gov-
ernment does not work because it was
not designed to. There is no incentive
for people to work hard so many do
not. There is no incentive for people to
save money so much of it is squan-
dered.’’

How true this statement was and is.
This is why it has been proven over and
over and over again all over this world
that the more money that can be left
in the private sector, the better off ev-
eryone is; the lower prices are, the
more jobs that are created, the better
the economy is.

Competitive pressures force the pri-
vate sector to spend money wisely, to
spend it in economical, efficient, con-
servative, productive ways. Private
companies do not have the luxury the
government has of being able to waste
billions with almost no meaningful re-
percussions.

The Air Force should publicly apolo-
gize for dropping this $3 billion down
this Titan IV rat hole. The Congress
should be assured that nothing like
this will ever happen again.

It is really sad, Mr. Speaker, to take
$3 billion from the families and chil-
dren of this country, many of whom
are barely getting by, to give to highly
paid bureaucrats and Air Force officers
to just blow in this way. What would be
even sadder would be if the Air Force
and everyone associated with these
failures is not deeply embarrassed and
ashamed.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

CRISIS IN KOSOVO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. SOUDER) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SOUDER. Mr. Speaker, last week
we had a historic symbolic vote on the
war. This House voted against ground
troops. We also voted against, in a tie
vote, a resolution to support the air
war. This week we have the real vote.
Are we going to fund the war? Are we
just talk or are we going to actually
cut off the funds for the war?

There are three goals that have con-
sistently been stated by NATO and by
our government. One is to degradate
the military forces or sufficiently de-
grade the military forces of the Yugo-
slav government so that we can move
hundreds of thousands of refugees
back, and then manage it with a peace-
keeping force. I would put forth that
anybody who has listened to any of the
military briefings we have had, who
have listened to the public reports, un-
derstand fundamentally that this is an
unachievable goal. Milosevic under-
stands that. When are the American
people going to be told the truth, that
our fundamental goals are
unachievable?

First off, the military has been say-
ing all the way along, this cannot be
accomplished just by an air war. They
are hopeful that they can bring him to
the table, but what do they mean when
they say this cannot be accomplished
just by an air war?

He has dug in, he is fighting in moun-
tainous terrain, he has supplies that
are going to last him an extended pe-
riod of time, and we read just last week
that our military says that after 30
days of bombing, we have a net deg-
radation of his military forces of zero.
That does not mean that we have not
impacted his long-term ability to wage
war, we have blown up a lot of factories
so he cannot reproduce, we have re-
duced some of the supply of gasoline
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into the country but he only needs 10
percent and they are saying currently
that 75 percent of their oil supplies are
still there, we have only degraded 25.
Three weeks ago they told us we had
degraded 35, 2 weeks ago 30, now it is
25. We are headed the wrong direction.

They say, well, that is because of bad
weather. The Balkans, when you read
history books, always has bad weather.
Furthermore, mountains in this time
of year always have bad weather. This
was no surprise. The Apache heli-
copters were not designed to go in to
take out tanks. They were designed to
go in with American forces on the
ground as support. We are going to lose
a lot of pilots and not accomplish our
goal if we are not careful with how we
use Apache helicopters.

The American people need to under-
stand the air war cannot solve the
problem of getting the refugees back.
The ground war cannot, either. A fun-
damental map, and you cannot see a
lot of the details with this map but
fundamentally you can tell one thing
right away, there is lot of brown and
yellow down here. This is Albania, this
is Macedonia, and here is Kosovo.

Now, to force your way in there, you
have to go through mountains of 8,000
feet. That is why the Ottoman Empire
stopped when it came in here. That is
why Hitler could not make it through
this part. There is no way we can put
ground troops in through Albania or
Macedonia or come in through
Thessaloniki because, A, they do not
want us to go through there but, B,
even if they wanted to and even if we
rebuilt airports and even if we built
more roads through the mountains, we
are not going to dislodge him through
the mountains. It does not work.

Our military understands. Any gen-
eral who has ever looked at this under-
stands that if you have a ground war,
you are coming through the top where
all this green area is. That is where in-
vasions of the Balkans have always oc-
curred. But now we are not just talking
a few thousand troops, we are talking
potentially 400,000 troops, potentially
all or mostly American troops, a min-
imum, according to estimates, of 20,000
dead up to 50,000 dead, and having to
fight our way through Belgrade and
Yugoslavia.

The people need to understand this is
not just a magic little war where we
are going to drop a few bombs and he is
going to surrender. The truth needs to
be told. Those who advocate a ground
war and those who advocate an air war
need to explain, it is not going to de-
liver. The only hope is to get him to
the table. We have to have the courage.
Before we pass a bill this week, if we
do, we should first try to take the
funds out. I will have a series of
amendments and other Members will,
too, to take the funds out to continue
this war.

I know some people are concerned
that the President is then going to
blame Congress for having lost the war.
I tried to explain, we did not lose the

war. It was an ill-conceived war. We
bluffed something that we cannot de-
liver. We saw this in Vietnam. We saw
it with the Russians in Afghanistan.
We cannot win this on the ground or in
the air alone without multiple years
and destruction beyond imagination,
and then we are still just bogged down.

The bottom line is this. If we give
him $12.9 billion, this current Presi-
dent, then he could potentially, with-
out a lot of protection for this bill, di-
vert it to the ground war without ever
coming to Congress. This is not just
the $3.3 billion to continue the war.
While our intent is to rebuild a mili-
tary that he has devastated, our good
intent could be used to fund a war, an
expanded war where thousands of lives
are lost, where the negotiated settle-
ment in the end is just like the nego-
tiated settlement we would have
roughly had in the beginning.

If we get blamed this week because
we stopped the funding and the Presi-
dent of the United States says the Re-
publicans stopped the war, which would
be untrue because it was an ill-con-
ceived war in the first place, so what?
If we saved American lives, that is
what we are here to do, not to play pol-
itics.

At this point it is the job of this Con-
gress to stand up and say, we know,
both from the public statements and
our private briefings that this cannot
be accomplished. It is time to get to
the table, because at most what we are
arguing about is how to divide Kosovo
at this point. It is not even clear in the
end that we are going to have a better
arrangement than we had in the begin-
ning because now after all this bomb-
ing, after the Kosovars are legiti-
mately upset about the slit throats,
the massacres and so on, they want to
be independent.

What are we going to tell the Pal-
estinians when they want to be inde-
pendent? And what are we going to tell
the Kurds when they want to be inde-
pendent? And what about the sub-
sections of India? And what about the
Chechnya area of Russia?

b 2000

Are we going to intervene all over
and, all of a sudden, have a new inter-
national policy because we got in a bad
war with an ill-conceived strategy?
And if we continue this, and we con-
tinue to fight this and we continue to
put the money in, we only dig our-
selves deeper in more graves.

It is time for this Congress to stand
up and say:

‘‘Get to the table now. We’re not
going to fund this war. It’s unwinnable.
The settlement you are going to get
now is probably as good a settlement
as we’re going to get later, only with
fewer Americans’ lives lost, with fewer
dollars spent and with less inter-
national problems than if we settle it
right now.’’
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SWEENEY). Under a previous order of

the House, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for
5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
TOOMEY) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. TOOMEY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BLUMENAUER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MORAN of Kansas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. SMITH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SMITH of Washington addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
DEMINT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEMINT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon addressed
the House. Her remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. BATEMAN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BATEMAN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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WE ARE SPREADING OUR

MILITARY TOO THIN
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTKNECHT. Mr. Speaker, later
this week we are going to be asked to
take a very, very difficult vote, and it
will involve how much should the Con-
gress authorize to spend for this war in
the Balkans, and as a previous speaker,
my colleague from Indiana, just said,
there are many of us, not only here in
Congress but around the country, that
have serious concerns about this war.
What my colleague from Indiana did
not mention is history, and there is an
old expression, and I think it is from
Montezuma, who said that those who
refuse to learn from history are
doomed to repeat it.

Mr. Speaker, let me give the Mem-
bers a very important history lesson
that the Germans learned in the 1940s,
in World War II. In World War II the
Germans sent 400,000 troops into the
Balkans, they suffered 70,000 casual-
ties, and at the end of the war they
controlled less ground than the day
that they marched in.

Mr. Speaker, this is a war that I
think we need to think long and hard
before we get even more deeply in-
volved, but we had the debate last
week on that, and we had our votes, we
had a chance to vote. This week,
though, we are going to get a chance to
vote on whether or not we should fund
the war; and then secondly, if the Re-
publican leadership is successful in the
Committee on Rules, whether or not
we should vote for even more funding
than the President requested.

I want to talk a little bit about his-
tory as well because we are continually
told that we have spread our military
too thin, and I agree with that. The
truth of the matter is we have spread
our military too thin, but I think the
best analogy is an analogy of peanut
butter and jelly. We have spread our
peanut butter and jelly entirely too
thin, but it is not because we are not
giving our military enough money.

I want to talk a little bit about what
is happening. We have been told, for ex-
ample, in the last several weeks that
we are about 14,000 sailors short in
terms of our Navy, but do my col-
leagues know what? We are not short a
single admiral, we are not short any
generals. In fact, as this chart indi-
cates, in 1945 when we had 12.1 million
Americans in uniform, we had 31 gen-
erals above the rank of four star.
Today we have 1.3 million Americans
in uniform, and we have 33 generals.
So, we may be short on Army per-
sonnel, we may be short on people in
the Navy, but we are certainly not
short on generals.

Let me point out another chart, and
this is really for the benefit of my Re-
publican colleagues.

As my colleagues know, just 4 years
ago we passed a 7-year balanced budget
plan, and in that balanced budget plan

we said that in Fiscal Year 1999, the
year that we are in right now, we said
that we would spend $267 billion on de-
fense. That is what we said we would
spend this year. Well, according to the
Congressional Budget Office, we actu-
ally will spend this year $273 billion.
So, in other words, we are already
spending $6 billion more on defense
than we said we were going to be
spending.

Now despite that we are being asked
this week to fund an additional $13 bil-
lion. Now I go back to my analogy of
the peanut butter and jelly. It is not
that we are not giving the military
enough money or enough peanut butter
and jelly, the problem is that we are
spreading it far too thin. We currently
have troops in 135 different countries.
We are prepared to fight a war in
Korea, we are prepared to fight a war
in the desert, and now we are appar-
ently going to have to fight a war in
Kosovo. The problem is, Mr. Speaker,
we are spreading ourselves too thin,
and at some point we in the Congress
have to say the problem is not that we
do not give enough money to the Pen-
tagon, the problem is that the adminis-
tration wants to spread that money too
thinly.

I simply want to ask my colleagues
and the Members of the House a couple
of very simple and straightforward
questions, and frankly as it relates to
defense policy, as it relates to foreign
policy and ultimately as it relates to
budget policy. We ought to get clear
and simple answers to tough questions,
and I would like to propose two ques-
tions to my colleagues in the House:

First of all, should we borrow from
Social Security to pay for a war in
Kosovo? My answer is no.

The second question is: Should de-
fense spending get preferential treat-
ment in the appropriations process, or
should we give them a special appro-
priation now? And again my answer is
no, and I think the numbers speak for
themselves.

Ultimately, Mr. Speaker, we are
going to be asked, Republicans and
Democrats alike: Is this such an impor-
tant policy, is this such an important
war, that we are going to take money
out of the Social Security Trust Fund?
I hope we will say no.

Now my proposal will be that we give
the President exactly what he asked
for. He is asking for $6.05 billion in
emergency supplemental appropria-
tions, but I believe we ought to offset
that with spending cuts in other parts
of the government, and that can be
done. In fact, if we do that, it means
that every other department will have
to cut its appropriations in the next
several months by about 1 percent.

Now that is a big cut, but we are
talking about a $6 billion cut out of a
$1,700 billion budget. I think we can
tighten those belts, and that will mean
that we will not be stealing money
from Social Security.

It was only a couple of weeks ago
that we here on the House floor said we

are going to pass a budget for the first
time in American history or for the
first time in recent history that actu-
ally balances the budget, and for the
first time saying that every penny of
Social Security taxes will go only for
Social Security. That was just a few
weeks ago. Well, I meant it when I said
it then, and I think most of my col-
leagues meant it, and I think we ought
to make the tough choice when we
have to vote on this emergency supple-
mental where we will already be spend-
ing more money than we said we were
going spend just a few years ago in de-
fense. I am willing to give defense the
extra money the President has re-
quested, but I think it ought to come
out of other parts of the budget.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maine (Mr. ALLEN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. ALLEN addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extension of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BRADY of Texas addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extension of Remarks.)

f

CENSUS 2000

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MALONEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. MALONEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, once again I rise to point out
that the experts support the use of sci-
entific methods to correct the census
for undercounts and overcounts. Yes-
terday the National Academy of
Sciences released the first report from
the fourth panel to review the Census
Bureau’s plans for the 2000 census. Yet
again, the experts convened by the
Academy endorsed the Census Bureau’s
plan to use science to evaluate and cor-
rect the census counts.

At the end of 1998 the Census Bureau
asked the National Academy of
Sciences to convene a fourth panel to
evaluate the Census Bureau’s design
for Census 2000. This independent
panel, like the three that preceded it,
has unequivocally stated that statis-
tical methods work. The Academy
panel stated yesterday that the design
of the quality control survey rep-
resents, and I quote from the panel,
‘‘good, current practice.’’ In fact, the
panel explained, and I quote:

‘‘Because it is not possible to count
everyone in a census, a post-enumera-
tion survey’’ using modern scientific
methods ‘‘is an important element of
census planning.’’

Currently the Census Bureau intends
to use a post-enumeration survey enti-
tled the Accuracy and Coverage Eval-
uation or A.C.E. The A.C.E. Survey was
designed in light of the Supreme Court
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1Footnotes at end of attachment to the letter.

decision regarding the use of statistical
methods for the purpose of apportion-
ment. Mr. Speaker, we are beginning to
hear criticism of the A.C.E. This Acad-
emy report should finally put that crit-
icism to rest.

Yes, the A.C.E. is a different program
in its design and size than the survey
that had been planned for Census 2000
prior to the court case. Those who are
critical of these differences are not re-
viewing the details of A.C.E. As the
Academy reports, changes in sample
size as a result of the Supreme Court
decision, quote, should not affect the
quality, end quote, of the results. In
fact, the panel comments that since
the Bureau will no longer be using sta-
tistical methods for apportionment,
there is no need for the larger survey
envisioned prior to the court decision.
In addition, the Academy notes that it
is appropriate to combine information
across States.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday’s report dem-
onstrates the professional community’s
continued strong support for the Cen-
sus Bureau’s plan for the year 2000 cen-
sus. In 1994 the Academy issued its first
report which laid the foundation for
the current plans. In 1995 a second
panel reviewing Census Bureau plans at
the request of Congress in a bipartisan
way reported that spending more
money on traditional methods would
not improve the accuracy of the counts
or the census. Earlier this year a third
panel of experts convened by the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences said that it
strongly supports the use of a quality
control survey to correct for errors in
the census.

I support counting everyone. The Na-
tional Academy of Sciences has stated
for the fourth time that the best way
to count the population is to use mod-
ern scientific methods. I am going to
rely on the opinion of these inde-
pendent, impartial scientists at the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences. These ex-
perts say the plan devised by the pro-
fessionals at the Census Bureau will
give us the most accurate count. That
is the plan that I support.

If my colleagues agree with me, that
we should count everyone, then they
should join me in getting out of the
way of the professionals at the Census
Bureau. Let us let the professionals do
what they are hired to do, count peo-
ple, and let us let them do it in the
best way they can. We should be en-
couraging the use of modern scientific
methods in Census 2000, not preventing
them.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to put into
the RECORD the report from the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences, the fourth
report that has come out in support of
the use of modern scientific methods
for the most accurate count in count-
ing all Americans.

The report referred to as is follows:

NATIONAL RESEARCH COUNCIL, COM-
MISSION ON BEHAVIORAL AND SO-
CIAL SCIENCES AND EDUCATION,

Washington, DC, May 3, 1999.
Dr. KENNETH PREWITT,
Director, U.S. Bureau of the Census,
Washington, DC.

DEAR DR. PREWITT: As part of its charge,
the new Panel to Review the 2000 Census of-
fers this letter report on the Census Bureau’s
plans for the design of the Accuracy and Cov-
erage Evaluation (ACE) survey, a new post-
enumeration survey. This survey is needed in
light of the recent U.S. Supreme Court rul-
ing regarding the use of the census for re-
apportionment.

In general, the panel concludes that the
ACE design work to date is well considered.
It represents good, current practice in both
sample design and post-stratification design,
as well as in the interrelationships between
the two. In this letter the panel offers obser-
vations and suggestions for the Census Bu-
reau’s consideration as the work proceeds to
complete the ACE design.

BACKGROUND

Because it is not possible to count every-
one in a census, a post-enumeration survey
is an important element of census planning.
The survey results are combined with census
data to yield an alternative set of estimated
counts that are used to evaluate the basic
census enumeration and that can be used for
other purposes. For 2000, an Integrated Cov-
erage Measurement (ICM) survey had been
planned for evaluation and to produce ad-
justed counts for all uses of the census.1 The
recent U.S. Supreme Court ruling against
the use of sampling for reapportionment
among the states eliminates the need for a
post-enumeration survey that supports di-
rect state estimates, as was originally
planned for the ICM survey. (The state allo-
cations of the ICM sample design deviated
markedly from a proportional-to-size alloca-
tion in order to support direct state esti-
mation. Specifically, the ICM design re-
quired a minimum of 300 block clusters in
each state.) Alternative approaches are now
possible for both sample and post-stratifica-
tion designs for the 2000 ACE survey. As a re-
sult, the planned ACE post-enumeration sur-
vey will differ in several important respects
from the previously planned ICM survey.

PLANS FOR ACE SAMPLE AND POST-
STRATIFICATION DESIGN

Our understanding of the current plans for
the ACE survey is based on information from
Census Bureau staff.2 Building on its work
for the previously planned ICM, the Census
Bureau will first identify a sample of block
clusters containing approximately 2 million
housing units and then will independently
develop a new list of addresses for those
blocks.3 In a second stage, a sample of block
clusters will be drawn from the initial sam-
ple to obtain approximately 750,000 housing
units, which was the number originally
planned for the ICM. (Larger block clusters
will not be drawn in their entirety; they will
first be subsampled to obtain sampling units
of 30–50 housing units. Because the costs of
interviewing are so much greater than the
costs of listing addresses, this subsampling
approach allows the interviewed housing
units to be allocated in a more effective
manner.) Finally, in a third stage, a sample
of block clusters will be drawn from the sec-
ond-stage sample to obtain the approxi-
mately 300,000 housing units required for the
ACE sample. The target of 300,000 housing
units for the ACE, which may be modified
somewhat, will be based on a new set of cri-
teria that are not yet final.

The Census Bureau is considering three
strategies for selection of the 300,000 ACE
subsample from the 750,000 sample: (1) reduc-
ing the sample proportionately in terms of
state and other block characteristics from
750,000 to 300,000; (2) reducing the sample by
using varying proportions by state; or (3) dif-
ferentially reducing the sample by retaining
a higher proportion of blocks in areas with
higher percentages of minorities (based on
the 1990 census).4 These options for selection
of the 300,000 ACE housing units from the
750,000 units first selected will be carefully
evaluated. The plans include three evalua-
tion criteria for assessing the options: (a) to
reduce the estimated coefficients of vari-
ation for 51 post-stratum groups (related to
the 357-cell post-stratification design dis-
cussed below); (b) to reduce the differences in
coefficients of variation for race/ethnicity
and tenure groups; and (c) to reduce the coef-
ficients of variation for estimated state to-
tals. (Option (3) above is motivated by cri-
terion (b)). Without going into detail, it is
also useful to mention that the Census Bu-
reau has instituted a number of design
changes from the 1990 post-enumeration sur-
vey for the ACE that will reduce the vari-
ation in sampling weights for blocks, which
will reduce the sensitivity of the final esti-
mates to results for individual blocks. This
represents a key improvement in comparison
with the 1990 design.

The current plan to produce post-strata in-
volves modification of the 357-cell post-strat-
ification design suggested for use in 1990-
based intercensal estimation. Current modi-
fication under consideration by the Census
Bureau include expansion of the geographic
stratification for non-Hispanic whites from
four regions to nine census divisions, adding
a race/ethnicity group, changing the defini-
tion of the urbanicity variable, and adding
new post-stratification factors, such as mail
return rate at the block level. Logistic re-
gression, modeling inclusion in the 1990 cen-
sus, is being used to help identify new vari-
ables that might be useful, as well as to pro-
vide a hierarchy of the current post-strati-
fication factors that will be used to guide
collapsing of cells if that is needed. (In com-
parison, the analysis that generated the 357-
cell post-stratification was based on indirect
measures of census undercoverage, such as
the census substitution rate.)

The Census Bureau plan demonstrates
awareness of the interaction of its modifica-
tion of the 750,000 housing unit sample design
with its modification of the 357 post-strata
design. (On the most basic level, the sample
size allocated to each post-stratum deter-
mines the variance of its estimate.) The plan
also makes clear that even though much of
the information used to support this modi-
fication process must be based on the 1990
census, it is important that the ultimate de-
sign for the ACE survey (and any associated
estimation) allows for plausible departures
from the 1990 findings. For example, signifi-
cant differences between the 1990 and 2000
censuses could stem from the change in the
surrounding block search for matches, the
planned change in the treatment of ACE
movers, or changes in patterns and overall
levels of household response.

OBSERVATIONS AND COMMENTS

Sample design to select the 300,000 housing units
Because of the need to keep the ACE on

schedule by initiating resource allocations
that support the independent listing of the 2
million addresses relatively soon, as well as
the need to avoid development and testing of
new computer software, the Census Bureau
has decided to subsample the 300,000 ACE
housing units from the 750,000 housing units
of the previously planned ICM design. The
panel agrees that operational considerations
support this decision.
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The cost of the constraint of selecting the

300,000 ACE housing units from the 750,000
ICM housing units, in comparison with an
unconstrained selection of 300,000 housing
units, is modest. While the constrained se-
lection will likely result in estimates with
somewhat higher variances, the panel be-
lieves that careful selection of the subsample
can limit the increase in variance to that it
will not be consequential. (By careful selec-
tion, the panel means use of the suggested
approaches of the Census Bureau, or new or
hybrid techniques, to identify a method that
best satisfies the criteria listed above.) This
judgment by the panel, although not based
on a specific analysis by itself or the Census
Bureau, takes into account the fact that a
large fraction of the 750,000 housing units of
the ICM design are selected according to cri-
teria very similar to those proposed for the
ACE design.

In addition, the panel notes that the re-
moval of the requirement for direct state es-
timates permits a substantial reduction in
sample size from the 750,000 ICM design in
sparsely populated states, for which ACE es-
timates can now pool information across
states. As a result the ACE design could re-
sult in estimates with comparable reliability
to that of the previously planned, much larg-
er ICM design.

Given the freedom to use estimates that
borrow strength across states, the final ACE
sample should reduce the amount of sam-
pling within less populous states from that
for the preliminary sample of 750,000 housing
units. However, there is a statistical basis ei-
ther for retaining a minimum ACE sample in
each state, or what is nearly equivalent, for
retaining a sample to support an ACE esti-
mate with a minimum coefficient of vari-
ation. The estimation now planned for the
ACE survey assumes that there will be no
important state effects on post-stratum
undercoverage factors. In evaluating the
quality of ACE estimates, it will be impor-
tant to validate this assumption, which can
only be done for each state if the direct state
estimates are of sufficient quality to support
the comparison, acknowledging that for
some of these analyses one might pool data
for similar, neighboring states. (Identifica-
tion of significant state effects would not
necessarily invalidate use of the ACE esti-
mates for various purposes but would be used
as part of an overall assessment of their
quality.)

This validation could take many forms,
and it is, therefore, difficult to specify the
precise sample size or coefficient of variation
needed. We offer one approach the Census
Bureau should examine for assessing the ade-
quacy of either type of standard. Using the
criteria for evaluating alternative subsample
designs (i.e., the estimated coefficients of
variation for 51 post-stratum groups, the dif-
ferences in coefficients of variation for race/
ethnicity and tenure groups, and the coeffi-
cients of variation for state totals), the Cen-
sus Bureau should try out various state
minima sample sizes to determine their ef-
fects on the outputs. It is possible that a
moderately sized state minimum sample can
be obtained without affecting the above coef-
ficients of variation to any important ex-
tent. There are a variety of ways in which
the assumption of the lack of residual state
effects after accounting for post-stratum dif-
ferences could be assessed, including regres-
sion methods. We encourage the Census Bu-
reau to consider this important analytic
issue early and provide plans for addressing
it before the survey design is final.

The panel makes one additional point on
state minima. The state minima will support
direct state estimates that will be fairly reli-
able for many states. The Census Bureau
should consider using the direct state esti-

mates not only for validation, but also in es-
timation—in case of a failure of the assump-
tion that there will be no important state ef-
fects on undercoverage factors. Specifically,
the Census Bureau should examine the feasi-
bility of combining the currently planned
ACE estimates at the state level with the di-
rect state estimates, using estimated mean-
squared error to evaluate the performance of
such a combined estimate in comparison
with the currently planned estimates. We
understand that the necessity of
prespecification of census procedure requires
that the Census Bureau formulate an esti-
mation strategy prior to the census, which
adds urgency to this issue.

Finally, the panel has two suggestions
with respect to the criteria used for assess-
ing the ACE sample design. First, there
should be an assessment of the quality of the
estimates for geographical areas at some
level of aggregation below that of states, as
deemed appropriate by the Census Bureau.
(This criterion is also important for evalu-
ating the ACE post-stratification design, dis-
cussed below.) Second, the importance of
equalizing the coefficients of variation for
different post-strata depends on how esti-
mates for specific post-strata with higher co-
efficients of variation for post-strata that do
not have much effect have less need to be
controlled, assuming that the estimates for
these post-strata do not have other uses.
Post-stratification plans

The 1999 census adjusted counts used 1,392
post-strata, but post-production analysis for
calculating adjusted counts for intercensal
purposes resulted in the use of 357 post-stra-
ta. The panel believes that the use of these
357 post-strata (and the hierachy for col-
lapsing post-stratification cells) was a rea-
sonable design for 1990, and that, in turn, the
1990 design is a good starting point in deter-
mining the post-strata to be used in the 2000
ACE. The Census Bureau is considering four
types of modifications to the 357 post-strata
design, although it has not yet set the cri-
teria for evaluating various post-stratifica-
tion designs. Logistic regression will be used
to identify new variables and interactions of
existing variables that might be added to the
post-stratification. Finer post-strata have
the advantage of greater within-cell homo-
geneity, potentially producing better esti-
mates when carried down to lower levels of
geographic aggregation. Some gains with re-
spect to the important problem to lower lev-
els of geographic aggregation. Some gains
with respect to the important problem of
correlation bias might also occur. However,
stratifying on factors that are not related to
the undercount will generally decrease the
precision of undercount adjustments. The
tradeoff between within-cell homogeneity
and precision needs to be assessed to under-
mine whether certain calls should be col-
lapsed and whether additional variables
should be used.

It is also important to examine the effects
of various attempts at post-stratification on
the quality of substate estimates, especially
since certain demographic groups are more
subject to undercoverage, and so substate
areas with a high percentage of these groups
will have estimates with higher variances.
(This argument is based on the fact that, as
in the binomial situation, the mean and the
variance of estimated undercounts are typi-
cally positively related.) We believe it is ex-
tremely important that analysis at substate
levels of aggregation be conducted to inform
both the sample design and the post-strati-
fication scheme. Furthermore, this issue
needs to be studied simultaneously with that
of the effect of the design and post-strati-
fication on the post-stratification on the
post-stratum estimates. The fact that anal-

ysis of substate areas appears in both sample
design and post-stratification design is an in-
dication of the important interaction be-
tween these two design elements and justi-
fies the need for studies of them to be carried
out simultaneously. The panel encourages
the Census Bureau to work on them at the
same time.

The panel notes that the decision to use a
modification of the 357-strata system from
1990 for the ACE post-stratification design
will probably not permit many checks
against estimates from demographic anal-
ysis that use direct estimates from ACE.
This limitation may increase the difficulty
of identifying the precise source of large dis-
crepancies in these comparisons. However,
the panel does not view this is a reason not
proceed, since the precision of direct esti-
mates at the finest level of detail of post-
stratification (using 1,392 strata in this con-
text) could make such comparisons more dif-
ficult to interpret, and the estimates from
demographic analysis are not extremely use-
ful for this purpose (except for blacks, and
then only nationally).

As work on both the sample design and
post-stratification design progresses, the
Census Bureau should not rely entirely on
information from the 1990 census: substan-
tial differences might occur between the 1990
and the 2000 censuses that would lead to ei-
ther a sample design or a post-stratification
design that was optimized for 1990 but that
might not perform as well in 2000. Instead,
the Census Bureau should use a sample de-
sign that moves toward a more equal prob-
ability design than 1990 information would
suggest. Similarly, the Census Bureau, using
whatever information is available since 1990
on factors related to census undercoverage,
should develop a post-stratification design
that will perform well for modest departures
from 1990.

Finally, when considering criteria for both
sample design and post-strata, it is impor-
tant to keep in mind that the goal of the
census is to provide estimated counts for ge-
ographic areas as well as for demographic
groups. Since the use of equal coefficients of
variation for post-strata will not adequately
balance these competing demands, the Cen-
sus Bureau will need to give further atten-
tion to this difficult issue. The balancing of
competing goals is not only a post-stratifica-
tion issue, but also a sample design issue.
For example, if block clusters that contain
large proportions of a specific demographic
group are substantially underrepresented in
the ACE sample, the performance of the esti-
mates for some areas could be affected.
Documentation

Given the importance of key decisions and
input values for the ACE design, it is impor-
tant that they be documented. In particular,
the Census Bureau should produce an acces-
sible document in print or in electronic form
that (1) gives the planning values for state-
level, substate level, and post-stratum level
variances resulting from the decisions for
the sample and post-stratification designs
and (2) provides the sampling weights used in
the ACE selection of block clusters.

SUMMARY

From its review of the Census Bureau’s
current plans for design of the ACE survey,
the panel offers three general comments;

The panel concludes that the general na-
ture of the Census Bureau’s work on the ACE
design represents good, current practice in
sample design and post-stratification design
and their interactions.

The panel recognizes that operational con-
straints make it necessary for the Census
Bureau to subsample the ACE from the pre-
viously planned ICM sample. The subsam-
pling, if done properly, should not affect the
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quality of the resulting design if compared
with one that sampled 300,000 housing units
that were not a subset of the 750,000 housing
units previously planned for the ICM.

The panel believes that removal of the con-
straint to produce direct state estimates jus-
tifies the substantial reduction in the ACE
sample size from the ICM sample size. The
planned ACE could result in estimates with
comparable reliability to that of the larger
ICM design.

The panel offers three suggestions for the
Census Bureau as it works to finalize the
ACE design, some of which the Census Bu-
reau is already considering: (1) a method for
examining how large a state minimum sam-
ple to retain; (2) some modifications in the
criteria used to evaluate the ACE sample de-
sign and post-stratification, namely, lower
priority for coefficents of variation for ex-
cessively detailed post-strata and more at-
tention to coefficents of variation for sub-
state areas; and (3) a possible change in the
ACE estimation procedure, involving use of
direct state estimates in combination with
the currently planned estimates. In addition,
the Census Bureau should fully document
key decisions for the ACE design.

The panel looks forward to continuing to
review the ACE design and estimation as the
Census Bureau’s plans are further developed.
The panel is especially interested in the
evolving plans for post-stratification design,
including the use of logistic regression to
identify additional post-stratification fac-
tors; plans for the treatment of movers in
ACE; and the treatment of nonresponse as it
relates to unresolved matches in ACE esti-
mation. In addition, after data have been
collected, the panel is interested in the as-
sessment of the effect of nonsampling error
on ACE estimation and the overal evaluation
criteria used to assess the quality of ACE es-
timates.

We conclude by commending you and your
staff for the openness you have shown and
your willingness to discuss the ACE survey
and other aspects of the planning for the 2000
census.

Sincerely,
JANET L. NORWOOD, Chair,

Panel to Review the 2000 Census.
Attachment: Panel Roster.

PANEL TO REVIEW THE 2000 CENSUS

Janet L. Norwood (Chair), Urban Institute,
Washington, DC

Robert M. Bell, RAND, Santa Monica, CA
Norman M. Bradburn, National Opinion

Research Center, Chicago, IL
Lawrence D. Brown, Department of Statis-

tics, University of Pennsylvania
William F. Eddy, Department of Statistics,

Carnegie Mellon University
Robert M. Hauser, Department of Soci-

ology, University of Wisconsin
Roderick J.A. Little, School of Public

Health, University of Michigan
Ingram Olkin, Department of Statistics,

Stanford University
D. Bruce Petrie, Statistics Canada, Ot-

tawa, Ontario
Andrew A. White, Study Director
Constance F. Citro, Senior Program Officer
Michael L. Cohen, Senior Program Officer

FOOTNOTES

1 See National Research Council (1999), Measuring a
Changing Nation: Modern Methods for the 2000 Census.
Michael L. Cohen, Andrew A. White, and Keith F.
Rust, eds., Panel to Evaluate Alternative Census
Methodologies, Committee on National Statistics,
National Research Council. Washington, D.C.: Na-
tional Academy Press.

2 See Kostanich, Donna, Richard Griffin, and Debo-
rah Fenstermaker (1999), Accuracy and Coverage
Evaluation Survey: Plans for Census 2000. Unpub-
lished paper prepared for the March 19, 1999, meeting
of the Panel to Review the 2000 Census. U.S. Bureau
of the Census, Department of Commerce, Wash-
ington, D.C.

3 The use of the term block cluster refers to the ad-
joining of one or more very small blocks to an adja-
cent block for the purpose of the ACE sample design.
Large blocks often form their own block clusters.

4 The Census Bureau is aware that mixtures of
strategies (2) and (3) are also possible, although such
mixtures are not currently being considered.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)
f

END THE HOSTILITIES BEFORE
OUR MILITARY RESOURCES ARE
FURTHER DEPLETED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHER-
WOOD) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I am
grateful for this special order today so
that we may share with the American
people and all the Members of Congress
the results of our peace mission this
past weekend to Vienna which was led
by my friend and colleague, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON). As a member of the House
Committee on Armed Services, I felt a
special responsibility to our service
men and women to find a way to end
the hostilities before their lives are
further endangered and before our mili-
tary resources are further depleted.

b 2015

As a Member of Congress, I felt that
the people of my congressional district
wanted me to pursue a peaceful and
diplomatic end to a conflict that could
escalate into wider hostilities.

I believe that the eleven Members of
the House delegation significantly in-
creased the opportunity for a diplo-
matic settlement to the current hos-
tilities in Kosovo without further loss
of life. We did so in a way that will
help accomplish the U.S. and NATO
goals of ending ethnic cleansing and
providing for the return of the refugees
to an autonomous Kosovo.

We met extensively with our counter-
parts this weekend in the Russian
Duma who are also committed to
bringing a peaceful resolution to this
conflict. Russia is a key player in find-
ing a diplomatic resolution, and we
must keep in mind that our continued
involvement in the bombing campaign
threatens future relations between the
United States and Russia.

The members of the Russian Duma
we met with agree that the Balkan cri-
sis poses a tremendous threat to inter-

national security, and they share our
desire for a diplomatic solution rather
than military escalation. Failure to
find such a solution not only will un-
dermine Russian-American relations
but will further exacerbate the human
suffering caused by the terrorism, the
ethnic cleansing and massive refugee
problems in the region.

The end product of our sessions with
the Duma provides a realistic frame-
work for the administration to nego-
tiate an end to the Balkan crisis. We
call for practical measures to achieve
three equally important tasks: with-
drawal of Serbian armed forces from
Kosovo, an end to the NATO bombing
of Yugoslavia and a cessation of the
military activities of the KLA. All
three of these goals must be accom-
plished to recognize a lasting peace.

We can accomplish these tasks by al-
lowing a voluntary return of all refu-
gees and the unhindered access to them
by humanitarian aid organizations.
NATO would be responsible for policing
Yugoslavia’s borders to ensure that
weapons do not reenter Yugoslavia
with the returning refugees. An armed
international force, not composed of
the major combatants, would admin-
ister the peace in Kosovo, and the Rus-
sians are very willing to participate in
that armed international force.

A sense of the Congress resolution is
being finalized which would put Con-
gress on record in support of our frame-
work for peace. It is our hope that such
a resolution will be voted on later this
week and that the administration will
also pursue the diplomatic route to
peace, including further discussions
with the Russians.

I urge my colleagues to support this
resolution when it comes to the House
Floor for a vote. Neither our congres-
sional delegation nor the members of
the Russian Duma were negotiating on
behalf of our respective governments,
but we are confident that the frame-
work we jointly developed clears the
path for a solution to the crisis that
will both end the ethnic cleansing and
stop the bombing.

I am proud to have been a part of this
bipartisan peace mission. The eleven
Members of Congress who sat at the
same table for 19 hours with members
of the Russian Duma are committed to
finding a diplomatic avenue acceptable
to all parties that will bring peace to
the region. I am convinced that the
framework we established will pave the
way for a lasting peace.

Unlike some of my colleagues, I am
very confident in the ability of our
Armed Forces to win this war. But I be-
lieve that we must continue to prepare
for all-out war, and we must fund our
Armed Forces, but we must also search
for peaceful solutions.

The time is ripe. The Russians will
help, and the Serbs are ready to avoid
a wider war that will totally destroy
their country and also sacrifice the
lives of our brave young men and
women of the U.S. Armed Forces.
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GIVE PEACE A CHANCE IN THE

BALKANS WAR
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. GIBBONS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, this
evening I join my colleagues down here
in the well of the House on the floor to
join myself with their remarks. My col-
leagues, the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. SHERWOOD) and the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. BROWN), I am
sure are going to speak eloquently on
this very subject that we are talking
about this evening and that is that our
hope as we stand here this evening is
an opportunity to give peace a chance
in the Balkans war.

No war, no conflict and certainly no
humanitarian crisis has ever been re-
solved by bombing a country into ob-
livion. May I say that, as a veteran of
two wars myself, that diplomacy is al-
ways preferable to war. And I am sure
that we all recognize that this Balkan
crisis, the war over there in Yugo-
slavia, the ethnic cleansing, the ter-
rorism, the human tragedies, are an
enormous crisis that this world faces;
and military escalation by itself will
not end, nor will it solve, this crisis. In
fact, it may even precipitate an in-
crease with the threat of proliferation
of weapons of mass destruction.

Perhaps I can explain that in just a
few words. Whenever a small country is
opposed by an organization of 19 other
nations, the propensity of that country
to defend itself may reach extremes. To
that end, it may reach for those arse-
nals that it could acquire from some
other country of a weapon of mass de-
struction, whether it is chemical,
whether it is biological or even wheth-
er it is nuclear, in order to defend itself
from the onslaught of an attack.

I urge this administration and I urge
my colleagues here this evening to se-
riously consider the efforts and the rec-
ommendations of the U.S. Congress and
the Russian Duma meeting that was
held in Vienna, Austria, this last week-
end. I urge them to consider the rec-
ommendations in order to bring about
a fair, an equitable and a peaceful set-
tlement between the warring factions
in Yugoslavia.

This meeting that was held with the
leaders of the Russian factions in their
Duma, which is our equivalent of the
House of Representatives here in Con-
gress, reached consensus, reached an
agreement, on areas that we thought
would form a framework for the resolu-
tion, the peaceful resolution, I might
add, of the Yugoslavia crisis.

Those include, first, ending the eth-
nic crisis, the ethnic cleansing and ter-
rorism; an end of the NATO bombing;
an absolute removal of the Serbian
military forces; an emplacement of an
international peacekeeping force that
will ensure the peaceful repatriation of
the refugees back into Kosovo, and
wide autonomy is the final goal for
Kosovo.

I think all of us here in this room
this evening can agree that these are

elements that we can all consider as a
solution for this crisis, elements which
will allow us to resolve this.

May I say that later this week my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle
will have an opportunity to deal with
the concurrent resolution that is the
result of the recommendations of this
meeting in Vienna, Austria, a historic
meeting, and now this resolution will
simply state a sense of Congress as to
the meaning that diplomacy is always
better than warfare.

I hope my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle will give peace a chance as we
debate this issue and vote on it later
this week.

May I also say that it has been a
great pleasure to work with my friends
on both sides of the aisle when we have
a common goal, a common goal of
peace, not only in the Balkans but
peace in the world.

So, Mr. Speaker, it is an honor for
me to have stood down here to asso-
ciate myself with my colleagues’ re-
marks as we go forward in this process
of seeking an alternative to an esca-
lated war in Yugoslavia. I would like to
thank them for the bipartisanship and
the friendship and the collegiality that
was demonstrated throughout this
meeting. It is indeed a great honor for
me to stand here, arm in arm, shoulder
to shoulder, in this effort to bring
peace to this world.
f

VIENNA PEACE TALKS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. BROWN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
as a member of the Duma-U.S. Con-
gressional Study Group, I want to take
a moment to thank the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. WELDON) for
his leadership in this area.

I traveled with my colleagues to Vi-
enna, Austria, last weekend to help
bring cooperation between members of
the Russian parliament and the United
States Congress.

The United States-Russian Duma
Study Group was created 5 years ago,
and I have been an active participant
in the organization for the last 3 years.
As a group, our members meet to dis-
cuss national security, military affairs,
housing, economic development and so-
cial welfare policies.

The importance of the working group
cannot be overstated, since personal re-
lationships by members of each of the
respective governments are created,
thus permitting for greater openness
and increasing trust between the two
governing bodies of each country.

Because Russia and Serbia have close
ethnic and historical ties, I believe
that members of the Russian Duma can
play an important role in convincing
the Serbian government to put a halt
to the ethnic cleansing and help stop
the refugee crisis.

I believe that the humanitarian crisis
cannot be solved by just a bombing

campaign and that a diplomatic solu-
tion is much more desirable than mili-
tary escalation. A spread of the vio-
lence will only bring about increasing
division, hatred and resentment and vi-
olence, but a diplomatic solution could
lead to the increase of communication
and understanding between the two
sides and save countless lives.

As a Member of Congress, I feel that
it is my responsibility to do everything
I can within my capacity to help end
this war.

I would like to point out that the
congressional delegation’s discussions
with the Duma were not meant as a
slight to the administration nor an un-
dermining of NATO’s authority. Rath-
er, members of our group traveled to
Austria to increase communication be-
tween the warring sides and act as a
conduit to the present talks taking
place between President Clinton, for-
eign policy experts and members of the
Russian Government.

The main point of contention which I
brought to the talks with the Russian
Duma was that ethnic cleansing is, in
essence, the root cause of the conflict.
As the only mother in the room during
the talks, I felt that it was necessary
to recognize the tragedies of the ref-
ugee families.

The Russian delegation originally re-
fused to acknowledge that it was the
ethnic cleansing that began this con-
flict and not the NATO bombing, but
before they walked away from our dis-
cussion they acknowledged that it was
the ethnic cleansing that began this
conflict.

Our discussion resulted in a frame-
work for peace negotiations. One of the
guidelines I would like to see during
the peace negotiations is a cease-fire, a
time-out from the fighting, so that
both parties can refrain from fighting
in order to negotiate with one another
in a diplomatic fashion.

In order to smooth out the road to di-
plomacy, the Congressional-Duma
Study Group suggests a threefold ap-
proach to resolving the conflict. This
includes a temporary end to the NATO
bombing, along with the withdrawal of
the Serbian Armed Forces from Kosovo
and the KLA military activities.

We demand a recognition of the basic
principles of the territorial integrity of
Yugoslavia, including greater auton-
omy for Kosovo and just treatment of
all Yugoslavian people.

b 2030
We also support efforts to provide

international assistance to rebuild the
destroyed homes of the refugees, as
well as other humanitarian assistance.

This was a productive meeting, and I
am hopeful that it will not be our last.
We are all in agreement that we want
a quick and peaceful end to the crisis,
while keeping positive relationships
between Russia and the United States.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON)
is recognized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. SAXTON addressed the House.

His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

A FRAMEWORK FOR SETTLING
THE KOSOVO CRISIS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SWEENEY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, some of
us have recognized for a long time that
it was terribly important that Russia
become increasingly involved in the
crisis in Yugoslavia.

Russia is, I think as everybody
knows, Yugoslavia’s major ally and
major supporter. If Russia could be
brought into the process supporting
the humanitarian goals of the stopping
of ethnic cleansing, it would be a major
step forward in solving what is increas-
ingly becoming a very, very horrible
situation in the Balkans.

Within that light, I was very de-
lighted to learn about a trip to Vienna,
Austria, that was being organized by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
CURT WELDON), who has done an excel-
lent job in trying to improve relations
between the United States Congress
and the Russian Duma. He was orga-
nizing a trip which would involve 11
Members of the United States Congress
to meet with the leaders of the Russian
Duma.

On that trip, in addition to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON), were the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MAURICE HINCHEY), the
gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. NEIL
ABERCROMBIE), the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. DENNIS KUCINICH), the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. CORINNE
BROWN), the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. DON SHERWOOD), the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. ROSCOE
BARTLETT), the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SAXTON), the gentleman
from Nevada (Mr. JIM GIBBONS), and
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
JOSEPH PITTS). There were six Repub-
licans, four Democrats, and myself,
who is an Independent.

Mr. Speaker, in arriving in Vienna
and meeting with the Russians, I think
we were all delighted that the Russians
shared our strong concerns about
bringing peace to Yugoslavia. We were
able, after a lot of discussion, to come
up with an agreement.

As others have said, we were not
there to negotiate the fine points of a
treaty. That was not our job. But we
were there to see if we could come to-
gether on the broad outlines of what a
peace process would mean for the Bal-
kan area, and I think we did that.

Mr. Speaker, let me just touch on
some of the important points that the
Russians and our delegation agreed
upon.

‘‘We call on all of the interested par-
ties to find practical measures for a
parallel solution to three tasks, with-
out regard to sequence;’’ in other

words, to do it in a simultaneous man-
ner. That is, ‘‘the stopping of the
NATO bombing of the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia; the withdrawal of Ser-
bian Armed Forces from Kosovo, and
the cessation of the military activities
of the KLA.’’

What we have said is that these steps
should be accomplished through a se-
ries of confidence-building measures,
which include but should not be lim-
ited to the following:

A, the release of all prisoners of war.
When we stated that, our three POWs
were, of course, still being held by
Yugoslavia, and a few hours after this
agreement was reached Milosevic, as it
turns out, released our three POWs.

My own view is that, consistent with
this agreement, in an act of good faith
on our part, we should release the two
Serbian POWs that we are holding. But
our agreement called for the release of
all prisoners of war.

Second of all, what we said is the vol-
untary repatriation of all refugees in
the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and
unhindered access to them by humani-
tarian aid organizations. In other
words, what we were agreeing to is that
the people who have been driven out of
their homes whose villages were burned
by Yugoslavia should be allowed to re-
turn to their homes and be allowed all
of the humanitarian help they can re-
ceive.

Thirdly, and on a very important
point, there was agreement on the
composition of the armed international
forces which would administer Kosovo
after the Serbian withdrawal.

The composition of the group should
be decided by a consensus agreement of
the five permanent members of the
U.N. Security Council, in consultation
with Macedonia, Albania, the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, and the recog-
nized leadership of Kosovo.

This is a very important step for-
ward, because what this means is the
Russians are saying very clearly that
there should be armed international
forces, something that many of us un-
derstand is absolutely necessary if the
people of Kosovo are to return safely
and with protection to their homes.

I think increasingly, within our own
administration and all over the world,
there is an understanding that that
armed international force need not
strictly be NATO. That is what we are
saying here, and that is what the Rus-
sians have agreed to.

Then we said that the above group
would be supplemented by the mone-
tary activities of the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I think
that this trip was a significant step
forward in bringing the Russians into
the peace process. I was very proud and
delighted to be there with my fellow
representatives from the United States
Congress.

AGREEMENT REACHED IN VIENNA
PROVIDES A FRAMEWORK FOR
RESTORING PEACE IN YUGO-
SLAVIA AND KOSOVO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewomen for giving me the op-
portunity to go forward.

Mr. Speaker, I, too, had the oppor-
tunity to join my colleagues in the trip
to Vienna to meet with leaders of the
Russian Duma.

Mr. Speaker, in this audience tonight
we have some young people who are
visiting our Nation’s Capitol, and as I
was looking up there getting ready to
speak, I was reminded of the time when
I was in school at that age, and we had
in this country a different type of rela-
tionship with Russia.

It was the height of the Cold War,
and at school they used to do drills.
Some people will remember the drills.
They were called duck and cover drills.
We would have to, anticipating there
would be a nuclear attack, we would
actually have to get down under our
desks, cover our heads, and close our
eyes so we would not see the flash that
was supposed to be a nuclear attack.

Mr. Speaker, that was an era of ter-
ror. It was an era when the United
States and Russia were at odds over
the great global consequences of
whether capitalism or communism
would rule the earth.

Have we come a long way from those
days? Yes. We worked throughout the
seventies to build down nuclear arms,
we worked throughout the eighties to
reestablish a relationship with Russia,
and in the nineties we have in the
United States been responsible for
helping Russia rebuild itself economi-
cally, and assisted in so many ways as
partners in peace.

But yet, Mr. Speaker, that very
peace and that partnership has been
threatened by the Balkan conflict, be-
cause Russia has seen this conflict in
other terms, and only a week ago the
leader of the Yablako faction in Rus-
sia, Vladimir Luhkin, was quoted in
worldwide news reports as saying a
blockade of the port in Montenegro
would be a direct path to nuclear esca-
lation, setting aside years and years of
progress that we made and launching
us right back into the Cold War.

How important it was to have Mem-
bers of this Congress go to Vienna,
Austria, to sit down with that very
same leader and other leaders of the
Duma, the leader of Mr.
Chernomyrdin’s party, one of the lead-
ers of the Communist party, to sit
down with those individuals face-to-
face, sharing our common human inter-
est in protecting the life of this planet
and sharing our interest in relieving
the suffering of the Kosovar Albanians
and of the people who are being bombed
throughout the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia.
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So we came together as brothers and

sisters in search of peace. We came to-
gether hoping to create a framework
for peace which we could bring back to
our Nation and give our nations an op-
portunity to reconstruct, in this fragile
and even grim climate, an opportunity
to set the world on the path of light in-
stead of the path of might, on the path
to negotiation instead of the path of
annihilation; to create for the world a
new opportunity towards peace.

We came in peace, and we departed as
brothers and sisters in search of peace,
with a framework which I am pleased
to have a copy of here.

Mr. Speaker, I include this frame-
work for the RECORD.

The material referred to is as follows:
REPORT OF THE MEETINGS OF THE U.S.

CONGRESS AND RUSSIAN DUMA

VIENNA, AUSTRIA

30 April—1 May 1999
All sessions centered on the Balkan crisis.

Agreement was found on the following points
I. The Balkan crisis, including ethnic

cleansing and terrorism, is one of the most
serious challenges to international security
since World War II.

II. Both sides agree that this crisis creates
serious threats to global and regional secu-
rity and may undermine efforts against non-
proliferation.

III. This crisis increases the threat of fur-
ther human and ecological catastrophes, as
evidenced by the growing refugee problem,
and creates obstacles to further development
of constructive Russian-American relations.

IV. The humanitarian crisis will not be
solved by bombing. A diplomatic solution to
the problem is preferable to the alternative
of military escalation.

Taking the above into account, the sides
consider it necessary to implement the fol-
lowing emergency measures as soon as pos-
sible, preferably within the next week. Im-
plementation of these emergency measures
will create the climate necessary to settle
the political questions.

1. We call on the interested parties to find
practical measures for a parallel solution to
three tasks, without regard to sequence: the
stopping of NATO bombing of the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, withdrawal of Ser-
bian armed forces from Kosovo, and the ces-
sation of the military activities of the KLA.
This should be accomplished through a series
of confidence building measures, which
should include but should not be limited to:

a. The release of all prisoners of war.
b. The voluntary repatriation of all refu-

gees in the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
and unhindered access to them by humani-
tarian aid organizations. NATO would be re-
sponsible for policing the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia’s borders with Albania and
Macedonia to ensure that weapons do not re-
enter the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
with the returning refugees or at a later
time.

c. Agreement on the composition of the
armed international forces which would ad-
minister Kosovo after the Serbian withdraw.
The composition of the group should be de-
cided by a consensus agreement of the five
permanent members of the U.N. Security
Council in consultation with Macedonia, Al-
bania, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia,
and the recognized leadership of Kosovo.

d. The above group would be supplemented
by the monitoring activities of the Organiza-
tion for Security and Cooperation in Europe
(OSCE).

e. The Russian Duma and U.S. Congress
will use all possibilities at their disposal in

order to successfully move ahead the process
of resolving the situation in Yugoslavia on
the basis of stopping the violence and atroc-
ities.

2. We recognize the basic principles of the
territorial integrity of the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia, which include:

a. wide autonomy for Kosovo
b. a multi-ethnic population
c. treatment of all Yugoslavia peoples in

accordance with international norms
3. We support efforts to provide inter-

national assistance to rebuild destroyed
homes of refugees and other humanitarian
assistance, as appropriate, to victims in
Kosovo.

4. We, as members of the Duma and Con-
gress, commit to active participation as fol-
lows:

Issue a Joint U.S. Congress-Russian Duma
report of our meetings in Vienna. Concrete
suggestions for future action will be issued
as soon as possible.

Delegations will agree on timelines for ac-
complishment of above tasks.

Delegations will brief their respective leg-
islatures and governments on outcome of the
Vienna meetings and agreed upon proposals.

Delegations will prepare a joint resolution,
based on their report, to be considered simul-
taneously in the Congress and Duma.

Delegations agree to continue a working
group dialogue between Congress and the
Duma in agreed upon places.

Delegations agree that Duma deputies will
visit refugee camps and Members of Congress
will visit the Federal Republic of Yugo-
slavia.

Mr. Speaker, this agreement begins
with stopping the bombing, a with-
drawal of the Armed Forces from
Kosovo, a cessation of military activi-
ties of the KLA, releasing all prisoners,
returning all refugees, providing for
their safekeeping with an international
peacekeeping force, rebuilding their
shattered homes, and helping to re-
build their shattered lives.

This is such a great country with
such a great heart, because we care
about people all over this world. We
want to bring peace to those who are
suffering.

Our delegation, Mr. Speaker, gave us
a chance, at a moment when it looked
like escalation was the only recourse,
with the leadership of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CURT WELDON),
with the participation of our leader,
the gentleman from Hawaii (Mr. NEIL
ABERCROMBIE), we finally had the op-
portunity to begin anew to look at
each other as brothers and sisters in
search of peace, to come up with a
framework which we would all hope
would be the start of a new opportunity
to look forward to perhaps a cease-fire,
to a cessation of bombing, to restoring
the refugees and rebuilding the war-
ravaged area.

Let us continue to pray for peace,
and let us continue to act in con-
sonance with our prayers.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair must remind all Members that it
is not permissible to introduce or bring
to the attention of the House any occu-
pant of the gallery.

BIPARTISAN DELEGATION TRAV-
ELS TO BRUSSELS TO SEEK
PEACE IN THE FORMER YUGO-
SLAVIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Hawaii (Mr. ABERCROMBIE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, I
want to thank the other Members who
are here this evening. I will not take
the full time, but I will merely read a
brief excerpt as an addendum to the re-
marks that have been made at this
point.

We are very grateful to our col-
leagues who are here on another mat-
ter tonight who have graciously con-
sented to allow this interruption be-
cause of the serious nature of the busi-
ness that was conducted this past
weekend.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to read just
some excerpts from a letter addressed
to the ranking member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. IKE SKEL-
TON), a letter sent to him today in con-
junction with the report that the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. KUCINICH) just
cited and the activities that we en-
gaged in in Vienna this past weekend.

The letter was a cover letter also
containing the resolution that we ex-
pect to bring forward to all of our col-
leagues here on the floor shortly that
we hope will provide a path towards
reconciliation and resolution of the
crisis in Kosovo.

Mr. Speaker, I will just read briefly
from the letter:

Dear Ike, as you are aware, I recently re-
turned from a trip to Vienna as the senior
Democrat on a congressional delegation that
met with the leadership of the Russian
Duma. My earlier trip to the region prompt-
ed me to lead a group comprised of Corinne
Brown, Maurice Hinchey, and Dennis
Kucinich. Since you are the ranking member
on the Committee on Armed Services, I
wanted you to have a copy of the report of
the meetings to review.

Not only did we arrive at a viable frame-
work around which the Congress and the
Duma can facilitate an end to the violence in
the Balkans, we learned much from our Rus-
sian colleagues. Our Duma counterparts rep-
resented the full spectrum of ideology and
Russian politics. Together we reached agree-
ment on three important components of
peace and a possible road to implementation.

More than ever, I am convinced that the
road to peace is through Moscow. Without
movement towards peace, I see escalating
costs, increasingly convoluted options, and
unacceptable casualties just over the hori-
zon.

Undermining the Administration’s objec-
tives was certainly not our desire, and I wish
to reiterate that the delegation was not on a
mission to negotiate peace. Instead, we were
on a mission to reach out to our Russian
counterparts. Because of her unique historic
and cultural ties to Serbia, Russia has the
credentials to act as an intermediary in
achieving a negotiated peace in the Balkans.

Mr. Speaker, I submit this letter for
the RECORD.

The letter referred to is as follows:
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NEIL ABERCROMBIE,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, May 4, 1999.

Hon. IKE SKELTON,
Rayburn House Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SKELTON: As you
are aware, I recently returned from a trip to
Vienna as the senior Democrat on a Congres-
sional delegation that met with leadership of
the Russian Duma. My earlier trip to the re-
gion prompted me to lead a group comprised
of Corrine Brown, Maurice Hinchey, and
Dennis Kucinich. Since you are the ranking
Member of the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, I wanted you to have a copy of the re-
port of the meetings to review.

Not only did we arrive at a viable frame-
work around which the Congress and the
Duma can facilitate an end to the violence in
the Balkans, we learned much from our Rus-
sian colleagues. Our Duma counterparts rep-
resented the full spectrum of ideology and
Russian politics. Together we reached agree-
ment on three important components of
peace and a possible road to implementation.
More than ever, I am convinced that the
road to peace is through Moscow. Without
movement toward peace, I see escalating
costs, increasingly convoluted options, and
unacceptable casualties just over the hori-
zon.

Undermining the administration’s objec-
tives was certainly not our desire, and I wish
to reiterate that the delegation was not on a
mission to negotiate peace. Instead, we were
on a mission to reach out to our Russian
counterparts. Because of her unique historic
and cultural ties with Serbia, Russia has the
credentials to act as an intermediary in
achieving a negotiated peace in the Balkans.

The bipartisan delegation prepared a reso-
lution expressing the sense of Congress in
supporting the recommendations of the Vi-
enna meeting to bring about a fair, equitable
and peaceful settlement in Yugoslavia. That
draft resolution is attached. Additionally, I
have attached a letter I sent to minority
Leader Gephardt. I ask that you also support
a bipartisan caucus so that the delegation
can brief all members of Congress. Absent a
bipartisan caucus, I ask your support for the
delegation to brief the Armed Services Com-
mittee.

This meeting with members of the Duma
represents a singularly important step to-
ward a negotiated solution. I seek your coun-
sel and recommendations on how to best pro-
ceed.

Sincerely,
NEIL ABERCROMBIE,

Member of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I wish to conclude my
remarks by merely saying that the
road to the resolution of this crisis is
not in Belgrade and is not in Brussels,
but is in fact in Moscow.
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The 11 of us, the bipartisan delega-
tion which went to Vienna, had as its
sole purpose the reaching out to the
Members of the Russian Duma in an at-
tempt to bring resolution to this crisis
and bring it to a resolution at the ear-
liest possible moment.

Mr. Speaker, thank you for the time
and I thank my colleagues for their
generosity in providing it.

MOTHER’S DAY: A TIME TO RE-
FLECT ON THE IMPACT OF SO-
CIAL SECURITY AND MEDICARE
ON AMERICAN WOMEN
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.

SWEENEY). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 6, 1999, the
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) is recognized
for 60 minutes as the designee of the
minority leader.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, as we embark upon Mother’s
Day this coming Sunday, distinguished
women of the House thought it was
really fitting to come and talk again
on women and Social Security and
Medicare and how these two critical
issues will impact women leading into
the 21st century. I have gathered with
me tonight a distinguished core of
women of the House to speak on these
critical issues.

As the Co-Vice Chair of the Women’s
Caucus, I think it is vitally important
that we ensure retirement security for
women as we work to strengthen So-
cial Security and Medicare.

Mr. Speaker, I would be remiss if I
did not acknowledge the two women
who have been in the forefront on these
issues, the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO) and the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. THURMAN).
Each will speak to these issues as we
progress tonight.

Social Security has played a very
vital role in ensuring financial security
for most elderly women; however, there
are still far too many elderly women
living in poverty. In our work here in
the House to establish a better and
more secure retirement system, we
must not exacerbate this situation but
rather do all we can to resolve the dis-
crepancy now and for all future genera-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, tonight is the night for
women to speak to the two issues and
to voice their concerns from their con-
stituents in their respective states. So
I will call on them tonight as they
come to speak to this issue as we em-
bark upon Mother’s Day this coming
Sunday.

I have tonight the great gentle-
woman from the State of Florida (Mrs.
MEEK), who will speak to this issue as
she relates to it in the State of Florida.

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I
thank very much the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD) my colleague, friend, and
sister who is the Co-Vice Chairman of
the Women’s Caucus for yielding me
this time, and acknowledge my associ-
ates in the Women’s Caucus.

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to be
a member of the Women’s Caucus. It
gives me a special chance to come be-
fore this body and talk about not only
the contributions of women, but the
issues and concerns of all women.
Therefore, being a Member of Congress
gives us a special platform where we
can say to the Nation that as women
we do have special concerns and special
problems that this Congress should ad-
dress.

Mr. Speaker, our government has a
Social Security system. It is affecting
women and it affects them in terms of
their security and their retirement.
But the truth is Social Security pro-
vides benefits on a gender-neutral
basis. Benefits are based on an individ-
ual’s earning record, employment his-
tory, and family composition.

Mr. Speaker, I am an older woman so
I do know the benefits of Social Secu-
rity and the benefits of retirement. I
am not so sure the younger women who
are in here tonight will be able to ben-
efit from the Social Security system as
I have. Hopefully, they shall. If it is up
to this Women’s Caucus, the women
will get a chance to benefit.

Thus, while women tend to collect
benefits over a longer period than men
do because we live longer, our life ex-
pectancy is longer, women on an aver-
age have lower monthly Social Secu-
rity benefits since they have lower
earnings, more frequent breaks in em-
ployment because of our childbearing
years, and we are more likely to be
widowed or unmarried in retirement.

This occurs despite Social Security’s
inclusion of certain safety net provi-
sions that generally narrow the gap in
benefits between men and women.
Some of the Social Security reform op-
tions currently being contemplated
will change or eliminate the social ade-
quacy components of the program, thus
disproportionately affecting women
relative to men.

It is important to note that women
are generally paid less than men and
women are more likely than men to
leave the workforce. Our government
must do everything possible to pre-
serve Social Security. That is why the
Women’s Caucus is focusing on this.
And it is very fitting. It is near Moth-
er’s Day. It is our day coming up.

We know that Social Security is per-
haps the most important and the most
successful antipoverty program ever
adopted. Without Social Security, over
50 percent of the elderly would be in
poverty. Social Security is a major
source of income for 65 percent of bene-
ficiaries over age 65.

Mr. Speaker, it is sort of important
that we stress the many good benefits
of Social Security. We are not saying
that the Social Security system is the
best in the world and it is the only
thing and it cannot be improved on.
The Women’s Caucus is not saying
that. They are saying to take a look at
it to be sure that it does what it pur-
ports to do and it continues to keep
women out of poverty.

The problem many times in Social
Security is worse for minority women
because of our earnings over the years,
and we are much poorer than white
women, particularly white women age
65 years of age or older. As a Member of
the Women’s Caucus, particularly one
over the years that has stressed older
women, I ask my dear colleagues to
consider the unique issues of women:
Lower earnings, longer life spans,
shorter work histories, greater depend-
ency on spouses, divorce, and outliving
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their spouse. The current Social Secu-
rity system contains provisions that
mitigate but do not eliminate these
concerns.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
women in the caucus and I want to
thank our cochair, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD) for putting together this
special order so they we could come to-
night near Mother’s Day in this fitting
time and say that we want to help
America understand that the unique
issues of women should be carefully
studied because women are extremely
important to this country.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. MEEK) for her com-
ments. Now we will hear from the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs.
MALONEY) and our cochair.

Mrs. MALONEY of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my dear friend and
colleague, the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia, for organizing this special order
and calling attention to the plight of
older women as we approach Mother’s
Day this weekend. I also thank the
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO) for working on putting this
special order together.

Social Security is tremendously im-
portant to all Americans, but particu-
larly to women. Many women come to
rely heavily on the Social Security sys-
tem when they retire for a number of
reasons. First of all, women earn less
than men. For every dollar men earn,
women earn 74 cents, which translates
into lower Social Security benefits. I
remember when I began working, it
was 52 cents to the dollar. We got a
raise. We are now at 74 cents to the
dollar, but it is still terribly unfair and
our Social Security benefits in our el-
derly years reflect this unfairness.

In fact, women earn an average of
$250,000 less per lifetime than men.
Considerably less to save or invest for
retirement. Therefore, they rely more
on Social Security.

Women are half as likely than men to
receive a pension. Twenty percent of
women versus 47 percent of men over
age 65 receive pensions. Further, the
average pension income for older
women is $2,682 annually compared to
$5,731 for men.

Women do not spend as much time in
the workforce as men. In 1996, 74 per-
cent of men between the ages of 25 and
44 were fully employed full-time com-
pared to 49 percent of women in that
same age group. Women spend more
time out of the paid workforce than do
men in order to raise their families and
to take care of their aging parents.

Women live longer than men by an
average of 7 years. Social Security ben-
efits are the only source of income for
many elderly women. Twenty-five per-
cent of unmarried women, widowed, di-
vorced separated or never married rely
on Social Security benefits as their
only source of income. Not only will
these women find themselves widowed,
they are likely to be poor.

A recent report by the General Ac-
counting Office showed that 80 percent
of women living in poverty were not
poor before their husbands died. The
‘‘feminization’’ of poverty is another
reason why Social Security must be
there for our senior citizens, particu-
larly women in their elderly years.

The financial outlook for elderly
women is pretty grim. The poverty
rate among elderly woman would be
much higher if they did not have Social
Security benefits. In 1997, the poverty
rate among elderly women was 13.1 per-
cent. Without Social Security benefits,
it would have been 52.3 percent. For el-
derly men, the poverty rate is much
lower at 7 percent. If men did not have
Social Security benefits, the poverty
level among them would increase to
40.7 percent.

Social Security’s family protection
provisions help women the most. Social
Security provides guaranteed inflation
protected lifetime benefits for widows,
divorced women, and the wives of re-
tired workers. Sixty-three percent of
female Social Security beneficiaries
aged 65 and over receive benefits based
on their husband’s earning records,
while only 1.2 percent of male bene-
ficiaries receive benefits based on their
wives’ earning records. These benefits
offset the wage disparity between men
and women.

As we move forward with reform of
our Nation’s Social Security system,
we must remember that women face
special challenges. It is my hope that
many of the contributing economic
factors, particularly pay inequity, will
soon be eliminated. In the meantime,
Congress must take the economic well-
being and security of women into ac-
count when discussing reform. Women
clearly are at a disadvantage when fac-
ing retirement and poor elderly women
have the most at stake in the Social
Security debate. Any reform that is en-
acted must keep the safety net intact.
Our mothers, our daughters and our
granddaughters are counting on us.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to put into
the RECORD a story, a story about the
life of one of my constituents. Her
many years of work, the many things
that she did in her life, and how much
she now depends on Social Security for
a safety net in her own life.

Mr. Speaker, I join my colleagues in
calling upon Congress on both sides of
the aisle to be very cautious in the re-
forms in Social Security to make sure
that this safety net for men and women
continues.

I am glad to be here tonight to remind my
colleagues that it is critical that we take the
different circumstances of women into account
as the 106th Congress considers proposals to
reform the current Social Security system.

Lucy Thomas’ story illustrates many of the
key issues.

Mrs. Thomas is 83 years old. She worked
for 35 years as a waitress, earning less than
minimum wage. At the same time, she reared
two daughters, and cared for both her father
as he became increasingly disabled with rheu-
matoid arthritis, and for her grandmother, a

farm woman who had virtually no income. She
now depends solely on Social Security—$650
a month. At age 71, she moved in with her
daughter, Marilyn, because she could no
longer work outside the home to supplement
her Social Security income.

As a waitress and a bartender, Thomas and
her husband barely made enough money to
pay for their daily living expenses. Mrs. Thom-
as does not have a pension, nor does she
have income-generating savings. Her current
income consists of about $8,000 a year from
Social Security. She is one of the nation’s el-
derly poor. Of that amount, $1,600 is used for
secondary health coverage. Last year she
paid an additional $1,000 in medical costs and
another $1,400 for a hearing aid. In the fall, a
bout with stomach ulcers forced her to pay
over $200 for prescription drugs. Her daughter
purchased most of her clothing and paid for
her room and board for the past 12 years. So-
cial Security is a real factor in her ability to
survive with some dignity in her old age.

Mrs. Thomas’ story is not unique. Many
women come to rely heavily on the Social Se-
curity System when they retire, for a number
of reasons.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to thank the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs.
MALONEY) the distinguished cochair of
the Women’s Caucus, for her comments
tonight.

Mr. Speaker, indeed America’s older
women do depend upon Social Security
and Medicare for their security and
their well-being. We have now another
distinguished Member of the House
who we will hear from as she voices her
concerns for the women of North Caro-
lina, the gentlewoman from North
Carolina (Mrs. CLAYTON).

Mrs. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to commend my colleagues, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) and the gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms.
DELAURO) for having this special order,
and the leadership of the gentlewoman
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY) as the
President of the Women’s Caucus. In-
deed they will bring the awareness to
an issue that should be given and be a
major concern to all women, because it
is of economic value to us.

Mr. Speaker, Social Security pro-
vides an important base for the eco-
nomic security of American women.
Women represent 60 percent of all So-
cial Security recipients. Today, the
Committee on the Budget in their task
force hearing shared with us that
women actually receive 53 percent of
all the benefits because, in fact, we live
longer and how the Social Security
progressivity is structured so that
women who earn lower wages actually
get a greater benefit because it is de-
signed to be that kind of bridge.
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However, because women live longer
on average than men, they represent 70
percent of Social Security recipients
after the age of 85. Unmarried women,
including widows aged 65 and older, re-
ceive just about half of their total in-
come from Social Security. So, indeed,
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Social Security is very, very impor-
tant, but it is also the survivor’s safety
net for a large number of women who
are on Social Security.

Women also have a different work
pattern. Many of them work part-time.
Some of them, indeed, do not work at
all for a period of time. Nearly three-
fourths of 4 million older poor persons
in this Nation are women, and older
women are twice as likely as older men
to be poor.

In 1996, older Caucasian women had a
median personal income of $9,990, while
older black women’s median income
was $7,110, and older Hispanic women’s
median income was $6,372. One-fifth of
older black women received less than
$5,000, and nearly three-fourths had an
annual personal income under $10,000 in
that same year.

Women are also more likely to work
part time and take out time from the
work force. Therefore, they do not
build up as much investment in Social
Security. In fact, women are more like-
ly to be out of the work force an aver-
age of 11.5 years to raise their children
or to attend to ailing relatives.

Social Security has been a tremen-
dous success in reducing the number of
women in poverty since 1940. Now, this
is not to say Social Security does not
have problems, but it is to recognize
that Social Security has been a safety
net for women. And as we reform So-
cial Security, we certainly need to
make sure that the structure that aids
in securing women, and particularly
those women who are disadvantaged by
receiving less money and disadvan-
taged by not being in the work force,
are, indeed, protected.

Again, as I referred to the hearing in
the Committee on the Budget today,
there are several proposals out there,
some looking to the private sector,
some providing some transitional
costs, talking about consumer taxes,
and we need to make sure that those
transitional costs are taken into ac-
count both for women with disabilities
as well as those who are indeed at the
end of the lower economic ladder.

Again, as we have this special order
we want to bring to everyone’s atten-
tion the value Social Security has been
to women; and as we reform Social Se-
curity we want to urge those individ-
uals looking at the various options to
certainly understand that we should
not have any less protection for women
who have depended on this safety net
being there. And, indeed, Social Secu-
rity has been the one program that has
worked for all Americans but particu-
larly for women.

I want to commend, Mr. Speaker,
again the Women’s Caucus for bringing
this issue and allowing us to bring to
the Nation’s attention how important
Social Security is to the economic vi-
tality of all women in this country.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman.

A woman who has kept the focus on
women as it relates to Social Security
is a former co-chair herself. I would

like to now yield to the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia (Ms. EL-
EANOR HOLMES NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from California for
her leadership; and I commend her and
the gentlewoman from Connecticut for
their work in organizing this special
order to draw attention to the various
special needs of women in Social Secu-
rity.

We are told that there may well be
no Social Security reform this year. I
would regret that, though I want to go
on record to say that it is certainly not
true that Social Security is going
bankrupt. We really do have more than
a quarter of a century before that. Nev-
ertheless, it certainly would be better
if we could get a bipartisan consensus
this session.

Let me say that I would rather see
nothing, however, than see a new
model based on some of the ideas that
have come from the majority on Social
Security. We do not need a new model
for Social Security. We need a revital-
ized model.

The reason we do not need a new
model is because the present model is a
feminized model. It is literally orga-
nized around the needs of women,
around longer lives, around those with
lesser earnings, and, if I may say so,
around housewives. In particular, the
notions for personal savings accounts
do not take into account this feminized
model.

Most of the time when we talk about
Social Security reform, we have ref-
erence to the elderly. I want to talk for
my few minutes not about the elderly
but about women whose Social Secu-
rity is most endangered, because we
are talking about Social Security in
2030, not Social Security in the year
2000.

Older women have been grand-
fathered in. Neither the Republican
majority or anybody else in his right
mind would dare touch Social Security
today. They would not dare recommend
personal savings accounts for Social
Security today, not when 53 percent of
those receiving Social Security would
be at the poverty line without it; not
when it is a major source for two-
thirds of today’s beneficiaries.

I want to focus on the baby boomers
and the younger women whose earnings
today translate into pensions or Social
Security tomorrow. Those are the
women who are not secure.

The last time women Members came
to the floor to talk about Social Secu-
rity, I spoke from my past work as
chair of the Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission, because it is from
that work that I learned to focus on
women’s earnings. It is by focusing on
women’s earnings today that we have
any idea of their pensions or their So-
cial Security tomorrow. Only by look-
ing at younger women in particular
can we evaluate the notion of personal
savings accounts.

I want to be clear that we should all
be saving, and we should be doing more

in this Congress to encourage more
saving: 401(k)s, IRAs, IRAs for home-
makers. There is ever so much more we
must do to encourage savings. And, in-
deed, savings in the United States is
going down, and that is itself very seri-
ous. But the focus on earnings now is
how we figure what workers will have
tomorrow.

Let us look at women. Women today
earn $24,000, the average woman, year-
round worker, $24,973. For a man, it is
almost $10,000 more, $33,674. What does
a woman who earns less than $25,000
have to put into a personal savings ac-
count? Something, I hope, but I guar-
antee it is too little. Social Security,
as we know it, needs to be there for
that woman. She cannot afford to put
all of her eggs in a personal savings ac-
count basket.

No matter how we look at earnings,
we draw the same conclusion. The pro-
gressive Social Security model now in
place must be there especially for
women.

First, for the large number of women
with no earnings, what are they sup-
posed to do with a personal savings ac-
count? Look at who they are. There are
only 7 percent of men who spend time
out of the work force; 21 percent of
women spend time out of the work
force. Look at part time. Seventy-four
percent of men work full time; only 49
percent of women work full time. What
are they going to put in personal sav-
ings accounts? What will their Social
Security look like, for that matter?

That is why it has to be progressive,
because they will have too little earn-
ings in even to get out enough of Social
Security unless we have the present
system which benefits low earners.

Look at the labor force participation:
73 percent of men in the labor force, 63
percent of women. This translates into
no pensions or pensions that are too
small, and it certainly leaves very lit-
tle for personal savings accounts.

Personal savings accounts are not
progressive. They go with the market,
not with need. I am with the market. I
am in the market. I want more women
to be in the market. But I would not
want my future, if I earned under
$25,000 a year, to lie with the market.

By all means, go into mutual sav-
ings. But women cannot afford to leave
Social Security as we know it today
behind.

The Republican majority would at-
tribute the difference in wages between
men and women to the fact that
women are out of the work force more
than men, and they tell us that all the
time when we complain about women’s
wages. That is true, but not entirely.
And there is a debate between us as to
what accounts for that gap.

But let us assume for the moment
that they are indeed correct, for pur-
poses of argument, that the difference
is because women spend more time out
of the work force; and may I ask them
to please carry that thinking over to
the needs of women into old age. If
they spend less time in the work force,
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they should be subject to less risk
when it comes time for old age.

What will housewives contribute to
personal savings accounts? What will
part-time workers contribute to per-
sonal savings accounts? What will
mothers who go into the work force
later, who took time out, contribute to
personal savings accounts? Where are
the family values when it comes to se-
curity for today’s young mothers?

I am not talking about my mother.
Her Social Security is intact, and I
think mine will be. But what about my
daughters? That is who we must con-
centrate on now. What about the young
mothers who are staying at home? And
there are more of them because of the
absence of a child care system, and
many more are going back home rather
than go where they would like to go, to
work.

Retirement becomes and is a burden
in the thoughts of these women, and we
must make it less of a burden by en-
couraging them to save but also by as-
suring them that Social Security will
be there in the progressive way that
their mothers and grandmothers have
known it.

Young women are most at risk. They
are most in doubt. We cannot restore
confidence in the Social Security Sys-
tem by dismembering it. We must look
far more closely at the President’s
plan, where 62 percent of the surplus
goes to Social Security and 15 percent
to Medicare. Then, of course, we have a
balanced notion of means tested per-
sonal savings accounts. We encourage
savings and help people to save and en-
courage them to save.

If my colleagues do not like the
President’s plan, they should draw
their own plan, but plan it around
women who are the Americans who will
most need the security our country has
guaranteed for their mothers, for their
grandmothers and for their great
grandmothers.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman from California and the gentle-
woman from Connecticut for their im-
portant work in drawing these issues to
our continuing attention.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman
from the District of Columbia.

Mr. Speaker, Medicare and Social Se-
curity, as we know, will be two very
important issues here in 1999. I cannot
think of a more deserving person to
come before us now to talk about these
issues as discussion intensifies about
the ways to strengthen Social Security
and Medicare for the future for women.
She has been in the forefront on these
issues.

Certainly we recognize now that
Medicare is required to cover
screenings for osteoporosis and breast
cancer. She has been in the forefront to
make sure that this took place. We
have with us now one of the leaders of
the House, the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. ROSA DELAURO), who will
come and speak to us on these two very
critical issues as we broach Mother’s
Day.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, I truly
am honored to stand here tonight with
my colleague from California (Ms. JUA-
NITA MILLENDER-MCDONALD), who has
taken a leadership role in our Women’s
Caucus, along with the Congresswoman
from New York (Mrs. MALONEY), who
spoke as well this evening, in trying to
forge a unified coalition on two of the
most important issues that face this
Nation, and that is Medicare and So-
cial Security.
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Quite frankly, we cannot talk about
one without the other because of their
importance in terms of what they have
done in lifting older Americans out of
poverty in this country, what they
have done to change the face of health
care for older Americans. They have
come to be two programs that working
families rely on in retirement security.
They have become, if you will, the twin
pillars of retirement security.

As my other colleagues who have
joined on the floor tonight, they too
understand the effect that the Social
Security system and Medicare have
had on all Americans, and most par-
ticularly for tonight’s discussion, for
the stability and the financial well-
being of women in their later years.

They also understand the need to
protect these programs, to strengthen
these programs, to view them as suc-
cessful programs upon which we need
to build, and to expand so that not only
people today who are eligible and
women today who are eligible for these
programs, but those in my generation
and the generation of my children and
their children can utilize for their re-
tirement security. That is what is at
stake.

I might just say, with regard to
Medicare, that what we need to con-
tinue in that effort is to make sure
that, in fact, there are defined benefits
that people know they can avail them-
selves of in Medicare and that pri-
marily we can build on the Medicare
system so that, in fact, we can offer
some opportunity for some relief on
prescription drugs.

I think all of us today who are talk-
ing with seniors with regard to Medi-
care and their health benefits would
tell us that the single biggest difficulty
that they have and where they put
their health and their safety at risk is
because they cannot afford prescription
drugs today, and if we are going to
strengthen and protect Medicare, that
we must not turn it into a voucher pro-
gram where people are told, ‘‘Here is a
sum of money, you go out and find it
on your own, ferret out a program, you
are on your own, my friend,’’ when
what we ought to be doing is making
sure that this program allows for the
benefits to be there that they need and
for them to be able to purchase and get
some kind of relief for the costs of pre-
scription drugs.

Let me turn, if I can for a moment,
to Social Security. Because, as I have
said, it is really our country’s success

story. More than half of the elderly
population would live in poverty today
in this country were it not for Social
Security.

Now, I have an 85-year-old mother
and she said to me, ‘‘Rosa, these are
supposed to be the golden years, but in
many instances they turn out to be the
lead years.’’ And what she is doing is
expressing the frustration, she gives a
voice to that frustration that so many
elderly women feel that in their older
years. They face all kinds of obstacles
to stability and to security, and with-
out Social Security these obstacles
would be even greater.

My colleagues have focused tonight
on talking about the plight of women
and how, in fact, Social Security does
work for women today. And it is be-
cause they live longer, they are in and
out of the work force, they make less
money, they are often dependents, they
rely on a cost-of-living increase, they
rely on a month-to-month lump sum of
money which they receive.

Much of that goes away if we follow
a program which people are talking
about today, and that is to get us to
privatize the Social Security system.
Those pieces of cost-of-living increases,
benefits if you are a spouse, getting a
month-to-month lump sum, consider-
ation of less money earned by women,
consideration of their being in and out
of the work force, all of that is taken
into consideration in the Social Secu-
rity program today. That all goes away
if we privatize Social Security.

I will speak for just a moment on my
State of Connecticut. Social Security
has lowered the poverty rate among el-
derly women from 46 percent to 8 per-
cent. That means over 100,000 women
are lifted out of poverty by Social Se-
curity in my State of Connecticut.

I want to mention one proposal that
is on the table now that has been of-
fered by the majority party, by the Re-
publican leadership, and that is the Ar-
cher-Shaw plan which was promoted
last week. I just want to say a few
words about this plan, and I want to
caution people to look at it very, very
carefully.

This plan may be cloaked in the rhet-
oric of reform, but if we take a closer
look at it, it is a risky scheme that
will end Social Security and put mil-
lions of elderly women and men in
jeopardy. We cannot let this happen.
This is a delayed execution of the So-
cial Security plan.

Let me just say that that is the goal.
But even if the true goal of my col-
leagues or some of my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle was to im-
prove retirement security, this plan
does not get it done. It is flawed from
a policy perspective. It claims to use
the budget surplus to create individual
retirement accounts. These accounts
are personal in name only.

The CATO Institute, which is a very
conservative organization, has talked
about this proposal, and Michael Tan-
ner of the Institute told the Wash-
ington Post last week, and I quote,
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that ‘‘The individual accounts are
phoney accounts. They are made up of
a tax credit equal to 2 percent of each
person’s Social Security taxable wages.
It would flip Social Security on its
head by allocating, if you will, more
money and resources to the wealthiest
in our society.’’

It hurts women particularly. The
claim is that the plan would extend So-
cial Security further than the Presi-
dent’s plan to protect the program.
They hold up a Social Security actuary
report that estimates that their plan
would keep Social Security solvent for
75 years.

But, my friends, the devil is in the
details. They do not talk about the spe-
cifics of the program. They hide the
fact that ultimately this plan elimi-
nates all the surpluses, it forces the
Federal Government to have to in-
crease taxes, cut spending in necessary
programs, such as domestic programs
that benefit women elsewhere in the
budget. They evade the fact that if the
rate of return on these individual ac-
counts drops by just one percentage
point, that the whole plan goes up in
smoke and Social Security will fall
short by about 10 percent.

The long and the short of it, one
needs to look at it very carefully and
very closely. What it attempts to do is
deal with, as I talked about earlier,
privatizing Social Security in the long
run, which in fact is a detriment to the
Social Security program, in my view,
in general and in particular with re-
gard to women.

One of the purposes of why we are
here tonight is to talk about it, is pub-
lic education. We need to let people
know what is at stake and that, in fact,
when we take a look at some of the
schemes that are on the table, they are
meant to turn Social Security on its
head, to change the focus and the na-
ture of this program that has meant so
much in the lives of families today, and
our specific topic, for women’s lives
today.

Again, we cannot afford to let it hap-
pen. I know that my colleagues are
committed not only to speaking on the
floor of this House but taking this mes-
sage to the country to start to talk
about women and Social Security,
what it means, what it has meant in
the past, what it means for the present,
and what it means in the future, and
that we are not going to allow this pro-
gram, which has meant so much to the
safeguard of women and the independ-
ence of women in their later lives, be
jeopardized in any way.

The American public needs to know
what is at stake. The American women
need to know what is at stake. And I
am proud to join with my colleagues
tonight as we begin that program of
public education.

I cannot thank my colleagues enough
for letting me participate in this effort
tonight.

Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I cannot thank my colleague
enough for the leadership that she has

provided for us in this House to ensure
that we have Medicare and Social Se-
curity as the top issues for women in
1999 and leading into the millennium.

I would like to echo what she said,
because public education is important.
We must make sure those who are to-
day’s citizens in this country, more of
them are women and the elderly, do
not get hooked and locked on this pri-
vatization of Social Security and Medi-
care, especially Social Security. We
must ensure their well-being, their
safety, their security by not having
privatizing and not privatizing with
these private accounts that is being
discussed as we move into the discus-
sion of Social Security and Medicare.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to now
yield to a person who has been on
point, who is one of the senior Mem-
bers of the House, and she has just done
a yeoman’s job in talking about the
unique effects that this proposal, So-
cial Security and Medicare, will have
on women. The distinguished gentle-
woman from the State of Ohio (Ms.
KAPTUR) will now speak to us on Social
Security and Medicare.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. JUANITA MILLENDER-
MCDONALD) for championing this effort
this evening and so many of the other
initiatives that she has taken as a
sparkling Member of this House, cer-
tainly the cause of women in this case,
in her role as co-Vice Chair of the
Democratic Women’s Caucus to bring
us all to the floor this evening to talk
about Social Security, Medicare, and
women in America.

I also want to acknowledge the gen-
tlewoman from Connecticut (Ms. ROSA
DELAURO), the assistant Vice Chair of
our caucus, and so many of the other
women that have joined us this
evening, our good friend the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. CARRIE
MEEK), the gentlewoman from Florida
(Mrs. KAREN THURMAN), the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Mrs. EVA
CLAYTON), the gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. CAROLYN MALONEY), and it
literally goes from coast to coast.

Without question, Social Security is
the lifeboat for a majority of seniors in
our country and certainly for women.
And even with Social Security, the
poorest people in America today are
women over the age of 80. So even the
current program, as critical as it is to
families and to citizens across our Na-
tion, could be made stronger.

Certainly for women, we know that
in the way that the formulas were
written in past years they do not al-
ways receive as much as men because,
when they did work, their pay was less.
Others this evening have talked about
women spending more time out of the
work force raising their children, car-
ing for their families, often caring for
sick relatives. Women often work in
jobs that have no pensions.

I was amazed to go into a little cook-
ie shop in an airport in Chicago a cou-
ple years ago and I approached some-

one who worked there and I said, ‘‘How
much do you pay?’’ And they said,
‘‘Minimum wage.’’ And I said, ‘‘What
are my health benefits?’’ They said,
‘‘You would not get any of those or re-
tirement. Only management gets
that.’’ I said, ‘‘I guess I would not want
to work here.’’

But often one of the young women I
was talking to did not know the an-
swers to those questions. She had to go
back and ask the manager back behind
the swinging doors. So many women
who are working do not ask the impor-
tant question, ‘‘What are my pension
benefits?’’

We know that most women who have
lost their jobs as a result of ill-fated
trade agreements, like NAFTA, lose
their pensions as a result and, in fact,
most of those who have lost their jobs
under trade agreements like this, be-
cause they are minimum wage jobs and
entry level jobs, are mainly minority
women across this country.

We also know that most women do
not begin saving for their retirement
and they think it will not matter to
create a savings account that would be
a supplementary account to Social Se-
curity. And if they do have a little sav-
ings account or an investment account,
they do not hold it long enough so that
it would grow in a little bit of a larger
nest egg. I want to say something
about that this evening.
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We also know that women who do
manage to have a little bit of cash, if
they have any at all, often do not look
at other investments that they might
make during their working years, for
example, in buying a home.

Today, with interest rates the way
they are, many, many people, if they
check it out, this is not just women
but people working across this country
and paying rent, you would be sur-
prised if you really looked at all the
available programs, through your city,
through your county, through your lo-
cality. You would find you could buy a
home today cheaper probably than you
could rent it. You ought to check that
out. Because a home can become a very
important source of equity. You own
it. It does not belong to someone else.

It is very important this evening
that all of us participate in this session
to help educate the American people,
and certainly women, about retirement
planning. It is important if you are ap-
plying for a job to find out if that em-
ployer has a pension plan. Is it just So-
cial Security? Or Social Security plus
something else, like a 401(k) or an indi-
vidual retirement account. If they do
have a retirement account, what kind
of plan is it? And are you, in fact, par-
ticipating in that plan? Were you asked
about it? Did you ask about it?

You really also, if you are married,
need to know what your spouse’s plan
is. I cannot tell you how many women
have come to me after the death of
their husband and they say, ‘‘He didn’t
check the little box.’’ That means that
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my retirement pay from the company,
putting Social Security aside for the
moment, is less. And they, of course,
do receive lower payments from Social
Security on the death of a spouse.

So it is very important to know what
your benefits are. You need to know
which Social Security benefits you are
entitled to. And the Social Security
Administration will tell you that if
you fill out the little card, they will be
able to tell you how many quarters you
have in, what your potential benefits
might be, and you can get ready for
that moment ahead of time. One of the
biggest mistakes women make is not
asking and not finding out soon
enough.

Another issue women have to be con-
cerned about, and the American Asso-
ciation of Retired Persons recommends
these tips for women in addition to So-
cial Security, think of your retirement
security as a necessary expense, and no
matter how small your check, take a
few pennies or dollars out of that every
month and put that in a pension pro-
gram that is separate from Social Se-
curity, that can augment Social Secu-
rity, which should be your base plan.

Think about setting up an Individual
Retirement Account. Your banker,
your credit union preferably, your em-
ployer can help you do this. But make
sure that you control that money and
that the employer does not control
that money. Make sure you have a
voice in that.

Also, figure out ways to try to con-
trol your spending. Create a budget
with savings in mind, cut unnecessary
expenses and pay credit card balances.
If you can, think about resoling your
shoes rather than buying new shoes or
moving up or down the hem in your
skirt rather than buying a new one.
There are lots of ways to put a little
bit of money aside for the future.

Really, it is a good idea to have a
budget. Then you will come close to it
or perhaps meet it, and you will begin
to set up this little extra nest egg.

Whatever you do, invest with infla-
tion in mind. When women tend to in-
vest, they do so in very low-yielding
assets. They find out that the income
from those assets in later years really
does not cover inflation and taxes.

So I think this evening is very impor-
tant in helping women to think a little
bit about planning for retirement. I
know when I hold sessions in my own
district on women and money, it is the
most popular session that we have. Ac-
tually, more people attend that than
the sessions we do on health. That is
because women, though they have tre-
mendous financial responsibilities in
our schools, we do not always teach
how to manage personal finances any-
more. They used to have courses called
home economics. Those are sort of out-
dated now, but we really need to have
financial planning for all of our citi-
zens, including women. I know every
woman in this country has the ability
to do that.

So I think my message tonight as a
part of this excellent session that the

gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) has organized
along with the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO) is that Social
Security is your base plan, and those of
us here will make sure that Social Se-
curity remains sound as a promise be-
tween generations. It is an insurance
program, a program of promise to the
Nation.

If there are seniors listening this
evening, do not get high blood pres-
sure, do not worry about Social Secu-
rity. You do not have to contribute to
any of those groups that make you pay
money to say they will lobby for you
here in Washington. We are your best
lobbyists. Use us. You pay us through
your tax dollars to do your work for
you. Save those dollars that you are
paying all those lobbying groups. Put
it in an investment account for your-
self to augment your Social Security.

The most important thing you can do
to preserve Social Security and Medi-
care is to elect the right people to Con-
gress. You know who they are, because
they are right at home where you live.
You do not have to come here to Wash-
ington to meet them.

Then if you have the ability, espe-
cially if you are younger or even if you
are not that young, to set a little bit of
extra money aside in a special savings
account that earns interest, get a little
bit of advice on that. Talk to some of
your friends. Have some sessions where
you live, in your neighborhood, in your
church, in your senior retirement
building. Start little clubs where you
talk about investing money and take
some of those bingo chips and take
some of those little earnings that you
have from bridge, even if it is a few dol-
lars, and think about putting those
dollars away and seeing what they will
earn. Maybe you can do it as a group
working with some of your credit
union advisers, let us say, in your area.

It is important for you to learn about
money. As you learn more, your chil-
dren will learn, your grandchildren will
learn, and the best teachers in America
are our mothers and grandmothers. So
they can do a lot to help those who are
younger than they are to plan for their
own retirements.

I really believe you can start saving
at a very early age and you can start
thinking about your future years,
whether it is saving for education or
saving for your retirement.

I want to compliment the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) for holding this
special order this evening. She is doing
a big favor to all the women and fami-
lies of our country.

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. I
thank the gentlewoman from Ohio (Ms.
KAPTUR) for the outstanding contribu-
tion she has made tonight and the on-
going leadership and support that she
gives to these critical issues.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative

days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on the subject of this
special order today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SWEENEY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.
Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.

Speaker, as we continue to talk about
both Social Security and Medicare, we
know that the faces of Medicare are
really the faces of women you know.
They are your mom, your grandma,
your wife, your sisters. They might
even be the person whom you see in the
mirror.

Medicare, being an important issue,
is very timely that we speak about it
today and we talk about this critical
issue as it relates to women age 65 and
older. Women are 58 percent of the peo-
ple who receive Medicare. At the age of
85, that number will rise to 71 percent.
At age 85, women outnumber men in
the Medicare program two to one.
Women’s average life expectancy is 6
years longer than men. At every age,
women are at greater risk of poverty
than men.

There are many gaps in the Medicare
program, Mr. Speaker, and there are a
number of gaps in this program, most
notably the absence of coverage for
prescription drugs and long-term care.
Also, in Social Security, we know that,
on average, women are in the work-
force fewer years than men and earn
less than men, yet women tend to live
longer. Meanwhile, women’s pension
benefits are based on such factors as
years in the workforce and lifetime
earnings relative to those of their hus-
band.

Mr. Speaker, we must remember that
just 33 percent of women retirees 65
and older versus 53 percent of retired
men at that age receive a private pen-
sion annuity fund. In fact, in 1994 those
were the numbers. Women simply can-
not rely on other forms of retirement
savings to the extent to which men
can. Women must continue to have a
strong, secure Social Security and
Medicare system that recognizes the
need of widows and divorced women to
receive their spouse’s benefits.

Lastly, any effort to strengthen our
retirement system must resolve this
vast economic chasm that exists be-
tween women and men in America.

SECURITY, PROTECTION, SAFETY NET

Mr. Speaker, tonight Congresswoman
DELAURO and I have gathered our colleagues
to address two critical issues concerning
women. As Co-Vice Chair of the Women’s
Caucus, I think it is vitally important that we
ensure retirement security for women as we
work to strengthen Social Security and Medi-
care. Social Security has played a pivotal role
in ensuring financial security for most elderly
women, however there are still far too many
elderly women living in poverty. In our work to
establish a better and more secure retirement
system, we must not exacerbate this situation
but rather, do all that we can to resolve the
discrepanacy now and for all future genera-
tions.
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Mr. Speaker, the Social Security rules pro-

vide critical income security for women. The
progressive benefit formula provides propor-
tionately higher benefits for low earners than
for high earners, which is important for women
who continually earn less incomes than men.
In 1997, the median annual earnings year-
round for full-time workers was approximately
$33,000 for men and $24,000 for women,
which means women are earning 74.1% of the
wages men earn.

For working women in their fifties, who
should be earning close to their peak salaries,
the income differential is equally disturbing.
These women earned just 63 percent of what
men of the same age earned in 1996. The en-
tire group of older women have less than
three-fifths the personal income of older men.
In 1996, older women had a median personal
income of approximately $10,000.

Providing higher benefits for women through
the current Social Security system helps com-
pensate for the countless paychecks that are
at most 73 percent of their male counterparts.
Social Security also places the necessary em-
phasis on the value of raising children by help-
ing homemakers establish retirement security.
For these women, Social Security provides a
retirement benefit equal to 50 percent of their
spouses’ benefits. For the homemaker who
becomes divorced after at least 10 years of
marriage, Social Security provides a retire-
ment benefit based on her former spouse’s
benefits. In addition, Social Security provides
widow’s benefits equal to 100 percent of her
husband’s benefits for the older woman whose
husband dies. Social Security survivor’s bene-
fits are even provided for younger widows
whose children receive survivor’s benefits
while the widow is caring for them and not
working.

For all of these reasons: the pay gap, the
fact that women live longer than men, and the
current Social Security benefit rules, is why a
significant proportion of older unmarried
women are solely dependent on Social Secu-
rity. In 1994, 40 percent of unmarried women
65 and older who received Social Security de-
pended on it for at least 90 percent of their in-
come—and more than one-fifth had no other
income. Even more alarming, half of older un-
married women of color relied on Social Secu-
rity for 90 percent of their incomes, and for
more than one-third of these women, Social
Security was their only source of income. In
real terms, this means that most elderly
women are living on just $10,000 to $12,000
per year. Social Security clearly serves as a
vital safety net for women who are divorced or
become widows.

As strong as this system is, however, too
many women fall through the cracks. Nearly
three-fourths of the nation’s four million who
are elderly poor are women. Older women are
twice as likely as older men to be poor. In ad-
dition to the consistently lower income women
earn per year as compared to men, the dis-
parity in other retirement options contributes to
the feminization of poverty among our elderly
women.

In the Nation’s pension system, men benefit
significantly more than women since most
mothers do not have a consistent work history
due to the time off for raising children. Just 33
percent of women retirees 65 and older versus
53 percent of retired men that age received a
private pension annuity in 1994.

Women simply cannot rely on other forms of
retirement savings to the extent to which men
can. Women must continue to have a strong,
secure Social Security system that recognizes
the need for widows and divorced women to
receive their spouses’ benefits. Any effort to
strengthen our retirement system must resolve
this vast economic chasm that exists between
women and men in America.

I would like to thank the women and men of
the House who are joining us tonight to ad-
dress women’s retirement security.

Mrs. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the sub-
ject, Social Security, is on the minds of our
constituents. Citizens want to know if there will
be a system when they need it, and they want
to know how the system impacts them as indi-
viduals, as family members, and as tax pay-
ers. They’re asking good questions that re-
quire good answers.

It is especially encouraging to see the em-
phasis being given to the concerns of women.
Comparing women to men, statistics dem-
onstrate that women live longer, are paid less,
and are more likely to depend on Social Secu-
rity for retirement benefits. All women, whether
or not they have been in the workforce, need
to know how the system works.

I am pleased to join in supporting you on
Tuesday May 4th as you discuss ‘‘Women and
Social Security/Retirement’’. I know that there
will be information disseminated that I will be
able to share at the 11th District Forum, ‘‘So-
cial Security & You’’, which I will host in
Cleveland on May 22nd.

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, recently,
leaders of the National Council of Women’s
Organizations came to Washington. Foremost
on their agenda was the impact of Social Se-
curity reform proposals on women.

These women said ‘‘Don’t forget about us.’’
Our nation’s social security system has had

a successful tradition of providing ‘‘assistance’’
to our seniors and disabled. However,
changes in our society’s economic and social
conditions warrant structural revisions.

Although there is no immediate danger to
the system, the threat of insolvency has
moved us to take action to preserve Social
Security for the ‘‘baby boom’’ generation. As
such, this debate is not about whether reform
is necessary, but what structural revisions
would best suit our seniors.

Mr. Speaker, I submit to you today that as
we evaluate these revisions, I will not forget
that Social Security benefits are essential to
the women of America.

I will not forget that without Social Security,
more than 50% of all women over age 65
would be living in poverty today.

I will not forget that during their most em-
ployable years, women earn only about 74%
of what men are paid.

And, I will not forget that women are less
likely to work full-time and more likely to
spend time outside the paid labor force while
raising children. As a result, only 26% of
women over age 65 received a pension of an-
nuity payment in 1995.

Our current Social Security benefits struc-
ture protects workers with lower lifetime earn-
ings—including most women and minority
workers. Social Security provides an inflation-
protected benefit that lasts as long as the ben-
eficiary lives. Since women tend to live longer
than men, they are in greater danger of out-

living their other sources of retirement income;
but it is impossible to outlive one’s Social Se-
curity benefit.

The current system also provides extra ben-
efits to spouses with low lifetime earnings
which helps many women, even if they did not
work at all outside the home.

Further, Social Security provides benefits to
spouses of any age who care for children
under 16 if the worker (other spouse) is re-
tired, becomes disabled, or dies. Women rep-
resent 98 percent of recipients receiving bene-
fits as spouses with a child in their care.

In the future, Social Security will continue to
be important for women. As the labor force
participation rates of women rise, women will
reach retirement with much more substantial
earnings histories than in the past. Therefore
the percentage of women receiving benefits
based solely on their own earnings history is
expected to rise from 37 percent today to 60
percent in 2060. However, this means that 40
percent of women will continue to receive ben-
efits based on their husband’s earnings.

These aforementioned provisions allow us
to claim that our current retirement system is
equitable and just. Significantly, both financial
necessity and social justice demand that to
maintain this claim, a new system must retain
minimum, guaranteed benefits and critical pro-
tections so that women are not penalized for
inequity in pay and for taking care of the rest
of us.

As Franklin Roosevelt stated: ‘‘* * * [this]
law will take care of human needs.’’ Let’s not
forget women’s needs.

I urge my colleagues to remember women
and support social security reform that would
bring their real life needs and circumstances
into account.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
thank Congresswoman MILLENDER-MCDONALD
and Congressman DELAURO for arranging this
special order tonight. We must bring attention
to the exceptional circumstances of women as
we examine the Social Security issue. As
other Members of Congress have mentioned
tonight, there are a few simple facts that show
why women are effected by changes made to
Social Security more than their male counter-
parts. First of all, most women earn a lower
salary than men and therefore put a smaller
amount into the Social Security Trust Fund
with every paycheck. They are also more like-
ly to spend a portion of their lives out of the
workforce than men and women are half as
likely as men to receive a pension which
means they depend on their Social Security
check as their sole source of income. Finally,
women live longer than men and depend on
Social Security for a longer period of time.

Therefore, changes made to the Cost of Liv-
ing Adjustment and the idea of converting So-
cial Security funds in private accounts will
have a drastic effect on the way that retired
women live. These factors must be taken into
consideration when we decide how to resolve
the issue of the potential insolvency of the So-
cial Security Trust Fund. While limiting COLA’s
may cut costs, it will lower the standard of liv-
ing for retired women because they rely heav-
ily on Social Security as their only means of
income and they live longer and need these
adjustments to stay out of poverty. Private ac-
counts may also have a negative effect on the
retirement income of women because they
may outlive their accumulated funds. Private



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2626 May 4, 1999
accounts may put many women in a position
where they live the later half of their retired
years in poverty.

While Social Security is the economic main-
stay for many women, we must also make a
better effort to educate working women today
about the benefits of investing in a pension
plan. We must give them an opportunity to in-
vest so they do not have to live out their gold-
en years on an annual Social Security income
that amounts to less than the minimum wage
for most recipients. This coupled with making
changes to the Social Security system that
helps not harms women will improve the lives
of all women in their retirement years.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
thank all of the women who were here
tonight. We did not cover this as exten-
sively as I would have wanted to. We
will be back, because as we embark
upon Mother’s Day we must remember
the elderly women in this country and
their need for Medicare and Social Se-
curity.
f

REGARDING SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATIONS BILL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BUYER) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I serve
here in Congress as the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Military, a sub-
committee of the Committee on Armed
Services. Before I move into remarks
regarding the supplemental appropria-
tion that will deal not only with the
funding shortfalls in Kosovo and the
funding shortfalls to fund our national
military strategy, along with disaster
assistance and humanitarian aid, I
would like to comment on some re-
marks made by one of my own Repub-
lican colleagues here tonight during
the 5 minutes. He put up a chart and on
the chart he had lists that in World
War II, with a 13 million force, we had
31 four-star generals and with our force
of today, we have 33 generals, and that
even though we have reduced our force,
we still have all of these general offi-
cers.

Being responsible for the force struc-
ture decisions of the United States
military, I would like to advise Amer-
ica that I have held the line on the in-
crease, the demand for the increase out
of the Pentagon on general officer
strength. The force that fought World
War II, that military force, is com-
pletely different from the military
force of today. We also have encour-
aged jointness, greater cooperation and
interoperability between all the serv-
ices. When you do that, yes, you end up
creating some bureaucracies and an in-
crease in need for general officer
strength. But more importantly we are
going to maintain the sort of rank-
heavy military for a very important
reason. Kosovo really is that third sce-
nario, ‘‘third scenario’’ meaning we
have a national military strategy to
fight and win two nearly simultaneous

major regional conflicts. So you take a
circumstance in Korea, you can take a
circumstance in Iraq, and now we have
the third circumstance with regard to
Kosovo. If, in fact, the United States
found itself on a three-front war and
we had the necessity to have to build a
force rapidly, we could do that when we
maintain officer strength in the gen-
eral officer corps along with senior
noncommissioned officers. That is the
reason we are going to hold the line on
those strengths. So the chart that was
used tonight is somewhat misleading,
and I wanted to correct the record.

Over the next 1 hour, the gentleman
from the 52nd District of California
(Mr. HUNTER) chairman of the Sub-
committee on Military Procurement
and myself will discuss why all of the
Members, and to inform America why
we should support the emergency sup-
plemental appropriation that we will
be voting on here later this week.

Let me be very clear that there are
some Members that point to this bill as
though it were some form of a ref-
erendum on the President’s actions in
Kosovo, or that if we add additional
funding to this supplemental appro-
priation that somehow we are forward
funding the Clinton-Gore war. There is
a lot of rhetoric, political rhetoric that
is being used around here. So what the
gentleman from California and I would
like to clarify for everyone is what is
the purpose of this emergency supple-
mental funding and why we have an in-
crease in military funding in this bill
that is over and above the President’s
request.

I believe that this bill is mislabeled.
It should not be emergency funding
with regard to Kosovo. This bill is nec-
essary to fund the national security
strategy of this country. The President
has the singular responsibility to lay
out the national security interest of
this Nation. He then turns to the mili-
tary planners and said, ‘‘What is the
national military strategy to carry
that out?’’ That is what makes us un-
comfortable today.

Let me pose to you this question.
Can anyone name this country, a coun-
try whereby 709,000 active service per-
sonnel, eight standing Army divisions,
20 Air Force and Navy air wings with
2,000 combat aircraft, 232 strategic
bombers, 13 strategic missile sub-
marines, with 232 missiles, 500 ICBMs,
intercontinental ballistic missile sys-
tems, with 1,950 warheads, four aircraft
carriers, 121 surface combat ships and
submarines. Can anyone name this
country with that type of force struc-
ture?
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Is that country the former Soviet
Union?

No.
Is that country Russia?
No.
Is that country China?
No.
Is the country the United Kingdom?
No.

You give up?
That country, the global superpower,

no longer exists.
You see, the force structure that I

just listed is how much the American
military forces have been cut since
1990.

So why does our force structure mat-
ter so much?

First, let us look at the success.
In 1990 and 1991, the 45-day Gulf War

was highly successful.
Why?
Well, in our active forces in 1990 we

had 18 divisions. In the Air Force tac-
tical wings we had 24. Navy ships and
submarines, we had 546 as we were
coming out of the Cold War era.

Part of the success was not only the
force structure, but it was also because
we had a highly-trained, well-equipped
combat-ready force.

The question that is painful for those
of us that serve on the Committee on
Armed Services and those who appro-
priate funds on its behalf, was chal-
lenging for the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), and myself and
others, is that we have to ask that
question:

Could we fight and win a Gulf War
today?

You see, that makes us very uncom-
fortable if you were to ask us that
question, because we have forces in
Korea on the peninsula, we have our
forces in Iraq today, and now the Presi-
dent has us in a third scenario in
former Yugoslavia.

So when we look at that force struc-
ture in 1990 and we see where President
Clinton and Vice President Gore have
taken us down to today with those
budgets, we today have:

Army divisions, we have 10.
Air Force tactical wings, we only

have 13.
And Navy ships and submarines, we

only have 315.
The number that is used so often

here in Washington is, if we do not hold
the line on the Navy, we could dip
below a 300-ship Navy, and that is fear-
ful, my colleagues.

What is really concerning about
these 10 active divisions: If you were to
say, ‘‘All right, Congressman. Of those
10 divisions, how many are ready to go
right now?’’ Five, only five because the
other five divisions are called the fol-
low-on divisions, and they have been
hollowed out. They are short over 300
noncommissioned officers per brigade,
over 300.

So we have got some anxiety building
up between myself, and the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) and oth-
ers about our present force structure
today.

Let me put this into real numbers for
my colleagues, divisions, wings, sub-
marines, ships. Let me put it into num-
bers so my colleagues can relate, for
those who are not familiar with the
military.

The Army has been reduced. When we
say taking down the size of these divi-
sions and those who support them, we
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have reduced the Army strength by
250,000 personnel. The Navy has been
reduced by 200,000 personnel, the Air
Force has been reduced by 150,000 per-
sonnel, and the selected reserve has
been reduced 250,000 personnel. And
what is also very difficult today is we
are not retaining the qualified per-
sonnel, nor are we recruiting the suffi-
cient numbers to meet current service
requirements. That is very challenging
to many of us.

So why is force structure so impor-
tant? Why are we talking about that?
Force structure is important because
earlier when I mentioned the purpose
of the military, it is the means to the
political objectives laid out by the
President with regard to our national
security interests.

I am going to read from the annual
report to the President and Congress
signed by the Secretary of Defense Wil-
liam Cohen here in 1999. He lays out
our military strategy. The military
strategy is in sum, and says on page 17:

In sum, for the foreseeable future
U.S. forces must be sufficient in size,
versatility and responsiveness in order
to transition from a posture of global
engagement to fight and win in concert
with our allies two major theater of
wars that occur roughly at the same
time. In this context they must also be
able to defeat the initial enemy ad-
vance in two distant theaters in close
succession and to fight and win in situ-
ations where chemical and biological
weapons and other asymmetric ap-
proaches are employed.

That is the present national military
strategy.

So earlier I used this example of if we
are involved in a Gulf War scenario,
and North Korea decides to do some-
thing foolish, do we have the force
structure to fight and win a two-front
war? The open secret and the pain that
we have to deal with is we do not have
the force structure to do that today.

I do not get into the strategy deci-
sions, but I am not going to be just the
critic. I want to be the constructive
critic. Do my colleagues know what
would be different from a Republican
administration and the Democrat ad-
ministration with regard to this mili-
tary strategy? I would take out where
it says in order to transition from a
posture of global engagement. I would
strike those words from the military
strategy. You see, that foreign policy
of the President, this engagement
around the world is what strains the
military force. So the President has
our military force stretched so thin in
so many different places around the
world, that is what makes it chal-
lenging, and I am going to speak to
that a little bit more here later.

Let me also refer to the difference in
the dollars that are used on the defense
along with the utilization of the force.
You see, the world is not as stable, and
this is a paradox. The world is not as
stable today as it was during the stand-
off of the Cold War. So often we hear in
this town that the Russian bear has

been replaced by a thousand vipers.
The enemy today is difficult to define.
The force structure that we have, we
have to be more mobile and more fluid
as we think of how to fight and win the
next war. If you plan the next war how
you won the last one, you have posi-
tioned yourself for failure, so we have
to be very smart about our business.

But what is clear here by this chart
is there is a mismatch between funding
and the use of military force. Now you
can look at this force here during the
Bush administration, and the dollars,
and the procurement, and the funding
and the readiness to utilization. Some
would be quick to say: Well, look, you
have got too much money and you are
not using the force. I heard our own
Secretary of Defense say:

‘‘Well, what’s the purpose of the mili-
tary if you do not use them?’’

I am not sure I can follow her logic.
The purpose of the military is to

fight and win the Nation’s wars and to
protect our interests, not to utilize the
war in every corner of the world as
though we are the world’s policemen.
You see, that is what gets us in trou-
ble.

When I think of the paradox, it is al-
most those who say the B–2 bomber,
and this is before the Kosovo incident,
never dropped a bomb. That is a good
thing, my colleagues. If the military
never has to fire a shot, that is a good
thing. When we are the finest, the best,
the most well equipped military in the
world, who wants to take us on? Our
enemies are not cooperative. They take
us on when we are vulnerable, and we
are getting vulnerable.

Look at this one right here. From
1993 to 1999, we have reduced the budg-
ets, and we have increased the utiliza-
tion. So during the Bush administra-
tion the War Powers Act reporting to
Congress, there were six. President
Clinton’s term, and AL GORE, 46 reports
have been sent to Congress. That is the
utilization. So not only has he taken
our military force and stretched them
to those 135 countries around the
world, he has actually placed our mili-
tary into harm’s way in over 46 places
around the world. Over utilization.

So what is happening to the force?
The wear and tear on our forces, it is
showing. It is showing, and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HUNTER) is
going to talk about that coming up.

Let me go to this chart for just a sec-
ond. When I talked about the utiliza-
tion all around the country, Mr. Speak-
er, the President has a foreign policy of
engagement. Engagement. And he uses
our military as though they are dip-
lomats, and military-to-military con-
tacts and everything all around the
world. But let us talk about some of
the larger ones.

North Korea, we have 40,000 troops.
Bosnia, we have the 10,000.
In Iraq we have 20,200 aircraft, 1 car-

rier battle group.
Kosovo, 30,000 troops, 800 aircraft,

one carrier battle group.
But we have got troops all over the

place from Haiti, Honduras, Cuba, Ice-

land, Portugal, Spain, Netherlands,
Panama, El Salvador, Nicaragua, Co-
lombia, Argentina, Egypt, India, Israel,
Kenya, Tanzania, Diego Garcia, Russia,
Kazakhstan, Japan, Australia, China,
Singapore, Thailand. The list goes on,
and on, and on. So, we have taken our
military force, we have cut down the
structure, and we have spread them all
around the world, but you see the
President in their force structure says
we can transition from spreading our
forces all around the world, and then
all of a sudden we can bring them to-
gether and we can fight and win in two
near simultaneous major regional con-
flicts, and, oh, by the way, if we happen
to get bogged down in Kosovo, do not
worry, we can win.

No, this is very uncomfortable, Mr.
Speaker, very, very uncomfortable.

As chairman of the Subcommittee on
Military Personnel, I have conducted
numerous hearings on the growing
problems facing our service men and
women. Although pay and benefits is
important, there are other equally im-
portant issues stressing the force, qual-
ity of life issues, health care, lack of
spare parts, lack of adequate training
time, the aging of equipment, the high
depreciation rates on our equipment,
increased operational tempo, longer
working hours and the family separa-
tion, reusing and reusing the same peo-
ple. Asking them to do more with less
is not a strategy for success.

Do not take my word for it, Mr.
Speaker. Let me read some excerpts
from a letter I received from a young
Navy lieutenant:

Honor, courage and commitment are
words that are often used in jest. What
they should say is honor the sailor, re-
spect the job and the sacrifices that he
endures. Have the courage to give
those who risk their life every day in
the defense of our country and democ-
racy the proper equipment to do their
job. Make the commitment to the basic
human needs that every human being,
even sailors, need for themselves and
their families. We need to provide the
fleet with all the tools to maintain our
assets. Just-in-time manning and
ramping up for deployment is ludi-
crous. People and assets need to be in
position and on board to benefit the
rigors of the training cycle. Sailors
need to be properly trained. They need
to have the proper support, equipment
to test the systems, be it on a ship or
on an aircraft. They need publications
that are up to date. They need various
hand and automated tools to ade-
quately perform the maintenance and
maintain the equipment. I do not know
what the fix is, and I do not know all
the answers, but I will tell you I have
never seen the Navy in such a sad state
of affairs. I love this business and have
always believed that there is honor in
my chosen profession. Every cut back
has a cost. In this case I think we cut
too deep.

This Navy lieutenant said it in words
for which I could not replace. So what
have we done? We increased those mis-
sions dramatically, we have stressed
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the force, and this sailor is sending a
basic message to the gentleman from
California (Mr. HUNTER), and myself,
and the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
BATEMAN), and the gentleman from
Colorado (Mr. HEFLEY) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
WELDON) who chair subcommittees in
the Committee on Armed Services that
we need to take care of the force as
much as we can, and that is the pur-
pose of our supplemental. We have
asked for some billions of dollars over
and above the President’s mark, spend-
ing mark, and what we are trying to do
is to fund this national military strat-
egy.

This is no attempt by the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) and my-
self or others to front load some
Kosovo war or anything else. We recog-
nize that there are stresses in the
force.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. WELDON) tells a story about some
F–16s in the Pennsylvania National
Guard that did not have GPS, the glob-
al positioning system in the F–16s
when they were deployed to Iraq in op-
eration Provide Comfort. So what did
the pilots do? They went to Radio
Shack, bought it, strapped it onto their
legs.

When one is flying an aircraft at high
altitude over the desert, there is not
much to navigate off of, and one has to
have that GPS system. I feel awful,
America, that we are not even doing
the modernization of our force and pi-
lots are actually going to Radio Shack
to modernize their own fighter aircraft.

b 2200
That is sad.
Let me move now to a quote from

Admiral Jay Johnson. He said, we have
approximately 18,000 gap billets in the
fleet. What does that mean, Mr. Speak-
er? That means in the Navy today we
are 18,000 sailors short.

Navy ships are being deployed at 10
to 20 percent under their strength.
What does that mean? That means that
when an aircraft carrier or a cruiser,
when they leave harbor, they are leav-
ing about 80 percent strength. So when
they are deployed at sea and they end
up with injuries, a workplace injury, a
back or sick call, there are no replace-
ments. They do not send replacements
out to sea. Everybody has to then carry
the load.

So instead of now working in the
boiler room where maybe 10 people are
assigned they now have seven. Two
people get hurt, five now have to pick
up the load. Instead of working 10
hours, they are now working 14 hours.
That is what is happening to our force,
and it is very, very difficult.

Let me mention Kosovo for a second.
Here is something that is also very,
very concerning to us. The current
Kosovo mission has forced the United
States to divert planes from their pa-
trols over Iraq in order to support the
ongoing campaign.

This quote here, in the New York
Times, in early April, the Navy shifted

its only aircraft carrier in the western
Pacific and its 75 combat jets out of
the region indefinitely to help wage
war in the Yugoslavia campaign.

If we have taken our only carrier now
out of that region of the world to sup-
port this so-called humanitarian war,
how can we satisfy the national mili-
tary strategy? We cannot. We cannot.

The second quote is, the Pentagon
briefly suspended enforcement of the
no-fly zone over northern Iraq when
fighter bombers and radar-jamming
planes were dispatched to the air war
in Serbia.

Mr. Speaker, if we are having dif-
ficulty here at the moment maintain-
ing the front against the forces in
North Korea on the peninsula, main-
taining the no-fly zone requirements in
Iraq, and we have this war now in
Kosovo and we cannot even mix and
match, that is a very strong signal to
us that we have to take corrective ac-
tion, and it is immediate.

If all we do is fund what the Presi-
dent’s request is, all we do is fund the
bullet for bullet which they are firing,
shame on us. We have to step forward,
bite the bullet, that the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER) is going
to talk about, and do much more than
that and go beyond.

I yield to the gentleman from San
Diego, California (Mr. HUNTER), a high-
ly decorated Vietnam veteran and well
respected in this House, the chairman
of the Subcommittee on Military Pro-
curement.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend, the gentleman from In-
diana (Mr. BUYER), for yielding me this
time and for making such a superb
presentation on the inadequacies of
military funding that exist right now.

I have to protest that I did nothing
special in Vietnam. I simply showed
up, but I did serve with a lot of great
people. I want to commend my friend
for his participation in Desert Storm.

I think a good point here that the
gentleman made very strongly is the
fact that, while the military has
shrunk by almost 50 percent, and most
people do not realize that but some
people realize that, they realize it is
smaller, the natural tendency is to feel
that since it is 50 percent of the origi-
nal size it has been cut back so dra-
matically, over 200,000 people in the
Navy and 200,000 people in the Army
and so on, the team that is left has to
be well paid, well armed and well
trained.

One would think, boy, the residual
people that we have there after we
pared it down from this huge military
that we had, a lot of people think we
had in 1990, 1991, this military has to
really be just in great shape, with lots
of new equipment and ready to go.

The tragedy is, we have cut the mili-
tary almost in half; and the half that
we have left is not well paid, number
one. The gentleman has really done
wonders working as chairman of the
Subcommittee on Military Personnel,
and he has been pushing hard to get

compensation, and we know that the
average military personnel today are
making about 13.5 percent less than
their civilian counterparts. That
means if someone is an electronics
technician in the Navy, they are mak-
ing about 13.5 percent less on the aver-
age than the guy who is working for a
private company out in industry.

The real tragedy of that is that, at
the end, the bottom line is we have
today about 10,000 military personnel
on food stamps.

As I watched the stock market go
through the roof the other day, I
thought about that. Here we are in one
of our most prosperous times and peo-
ple are commenting on the endurance
of this prosperity that we have had, the
longevity of this prosperity. We have a
military that is half as big as it was a
few years ago, and the men and women
in that military are underpaid, and
10,000 of them are on food stamps.

So, wrong, the first instinctive reac-
tion is this must be a well-paid mili-
tary since it has been cut in half. An-
swer, no.

Second, people must think, well, my
gosh, it is half the size it was, it must
be really well trained since it is pared
down to this smaller force.

I think of Colonel Rosenberg, who
was one of the national trainers at the
National Training Command hearing
that the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
BATEMAN), chairman of the Sub-
committee on Military Readiness, held
at Nellis Air Force base in Nevada.
Colonel Rosenberg said, and I para-
phrase him, he said, it is a real tragedy
that this military that we built out of
the ashes of the Vietnam War, that
won so overwhelmingly in Desert
Storm, is being destroyed before our
very eyes.

When we asked for particulars from
Colonel Rosenberg and others who were
testifying there, these are the trainers
at the National Training Center, it is
kind of like the military college where
the infantry goes and the armor goes
and the artillery units go to get their
upper level training. Once they have
graduated from high school, so to
speak, they go to this military college,
which really is a big training ground
out in the desert in the West, and they
have to perform against a mock enemy,
and they are given points.

The trainers said, among other
things, the troops that we get often do
not know anything about maneuver
with armor. They do not know any-
thing about the basics of calling in ar-
tillery fire. They do not know how to
handle many, many procedures that
have to be handled on the battlefield.
In other words, this is like getting peo-
ple in their first year in college and
one realizes that they never should
have graduated from the 11th and 12th
grades in high school and one feels like
they have to send them back for a re-
fresher course.

We have fine young people in the
military. So why are not they getting
the training that is necessary, at least
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to get them into the upper training
level? Well, the answer is, those dozens
of deployments that the gentleman
just talked about, that the gentleman
from Indiana (Mr. BUYER) just talked
about, where the President has pulled
people out of school, and a lot of these
military schools are very technical,
they have to sit there in a classroom
and really learn to know their job, but
these people are pulled out of their
schools before they can finish it. They
are kept from going to their schools.

It is like a kid who is in high school.
He is supposed to get good grades his
last year in high school. His dad has a
farm, and his dad pulls him out of class
3 days out of 5 in the week, so he is
only going to class about half the time
he should have gone to class in his sen-
ior year, and all of a sudden he figures
out he is not ready for college.

That is what this President has done
with this downsized military. He has
stretched it all over the world.

The average person will say, wait a
minute. Those people that are in Bos-
nia, that is training. Well, it may train
them for deployment, but it does not
train them with the simulators. It does
not train them with the test ranges
that we have. It does not train them
with the classroom work that they
need.

So the second fallacy most people be-
lieve is that this smaller force is well
trained, and it is not.

One last example, talking to the Ma-
rines, we talk about the V-STOL air-
craft that goes straight up off the
ground, the jet aircraft, that the Ma-
rines use, instead of going down a run-
way and lift off; very, very difficult
aircraft to fly. When one asks the Ma-
rines, how many hours do these pilots
really need to maintain proficiency in
this very difficult aircraft, they will al-
ways say, over 20, 22, 24 hours a month.
They have to have that to maintain
proficiency.

What are they getting? They are get-
ting about 12. They are getting about
12, because there is no money for train-
ing. That is just one of the many,
many examples of inadequate training.

So that second fallacy that these
people are well trained is, in fact, a fal-
lacy.

Lastly, one would think, my gosh, if
we have an Army that is 10 divisions
today instead of 18 divisions, we have a
Marine Corps that has been cut back,
we have a Navy that has been cut back,
and I noticed the gentleman from Indi-
ana (Mr. BUYER) is more precise than I
am, we had 546 ships when we started,
when we did Desert Storm. When we
made up our chart last year, we had
346. When I gave my last briefing, it
was 325. Now it is down to 315. We are
dropping like a rock.

One would think when this Navy has
been compressed to such a small fleet
those ships that are there must be bris-
tling with armaments. Wrong. It is not
well armed. The reason is, we have
starved our ammunition accounts. If
anything qualifies, if we are talking

about this emergency supplemental,
and I hope every single Member of Con-
gress, Democrat, Republican, liberal,
conservative, I hope we all vote for it
tomorrow. Because if there is anything
that is an emergency, it is an inad-
equacy of ammunition. We have a
shortage of ammunition.

One of the most important ammuni-
tions that we have a shortage of is
cruise missiles, long-range missiles,
like Tomahawks, like conventional air
launch cruise missiles. Because what
we see today is a very complex and dif-
ficult to penetrate air defense in most
of the world where we have to operate.
We see that in Kosovo right now, but it
is not limited to Kosovo. We are seeing
the Iraqis continue to strive to build
an air defense that is going to be able
to take down American aircraft. They
have not done it yet, but they import
SAM missiles. We see that with the
North Koreans.

So anyplace we go, we figured that
the air defense over North Vietnam
was more intense than it was over Ber-
lin in World War II because of surface-
to-air missiles. So we devised a way to
allow our pilots, our neighbors who are
pilots, to go out there and fly their
mission, release a payload and return
to their carrier deck or the tarmac of
their runway without being killed.

The way we were able to do that is
with cruise missiles. That is stand-off
missiles. That means a B–52 does not
have to fly into all that flak like they
did over North Vietnam in December of
1972 when, as I recall, about 10 were
shot down the first day.

The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
JOHNSON) recalled sitting in his prison
cell and watching a B–52 get hit in mid-
air by a SAM missile and just explode
before his eyes.

We are flying those same B–52s
today, but we have missiles on them
that are launched from many miles
away from the target. The cruise mis-
sile takes off, it travels like an un-
manned airplane itself, and it hits a
target. And, meanwhile, the pilot is
hundreds of miles away from that anti-
aircraft fire; and he returns safely to
his base. We are short on those mis-
siles.

It does not make any sense that this
country, as prosperous as we are, as de-
voted to human life as we are, and es-
pecially the lives of our service people,
should have a shortage in cruise mis-
siles.

I want to tell my friend, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BUYER), who
has made just an eloquent presentation
tonight, we are short on cruise mis-
siles. We are short several billions of
dollars’ worth of cruise missiles.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, let me ask
the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER) this question: I have the sense
that the military planners in the Pen-
tagon, in order to maintain readiness
levels to their comfort, they have
taken money that should have gone to
ammunition and they are using it to
maintain present operations and they
are assuming a risk, are they not?

Mr. HUNTER. That is exactly right.
Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, I would

like for the gentleman from California
(Mr. HUNTER) to discuss that assump-
tion of risk, how serious is it, how is it
measured and what we are going to do
about it in the supplemental.

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman is ex-
actly right. Because every time we
have had one of these contingencies
where the President wants to send
troops, whether it is an operation that
we consider justified or not, every time
we have one of those operations, to
fund the operations initially they take
money out of the ammunition ac-
counts. They also take money out of
the spare parts accounts. That is why
our mission capability rates are drop-
ping below 70 percent on average.
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They have dropped more than 10 per-
cent, meaning a plane, out of 100 air-
craft that take off that are built to do
a particular mission, only about 70 of
them now can do that mission.

So the President takes that money,
or the military looks around for
money, Congress is not giving them
any extra money to fund an operation
where the President said, you steam
over here and do this mission, so they
take it out of ammunition. They were
going to buy that ammunition, but
they will buy it next year, right, when
they get the money back?

All of a sudden, they do the mission,
they get a little money back, maybe in
a supplemental funding bill, but they
never get as much as they took out, so
the ammunition accounts get lower
and lower.

They say, when they appear before
us, and the gentleman always asks that
great question, and the gentleman
from South Carolina (Mr. FLOYD
SPENCE) asks that question, as well,
our great chairman of the Committee
on Armed Services, he says, what is
going on here, Admiral? What is going
on here, General? Can we win these two
wars?

They say, well, we can win those
wars, but we now are taking on a high-
er risk. When we ask them to translate
what risks means, it means risk of cas-
ualties, heavy casualties. Because we
cannot win a war now with over-
whelming force, like Norman
Schwartzkopf did in Desert Storm,
where you just crush the enemy, bring
all your body bags empty to the United
States. There are no dead Americans to
put in them, and they all come home
fairly quickly.

We no longer have that over-
whelming force. What we have is the
ability, like two fairly evenly-matched
fighters, to slug it out, taking a blow
for every blow that we give. That
means taking dead Americans for every
casualty we inflict on the enemy. And
hopefully in the end, because we have a
superior industrial base and because we
have a democracy with a strong econ-
omy, we overwhelm the enemy at some
point, maybe the allies come in and
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help, and we finally win. But when we
win, it is like one of those boxing
matches where the sportswriter said
that after looking at the faces of both
of the fighters, it was hard to deter-
mine who the winner was. Instead of
looking at the faces of the fighters, we
are looking at body bags stretched out
in front of us of dead Americans who
ran out of ammunition.

Right now the Marines are $193 mil-
lion short of basic ammunition, and
the Marines are the 911 force. The
Army is $3.5 billion short of basic am-
munition.

That is not a standard that I created,
and that is not a standard that the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BUYER) cre-
ated or the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. FLOYD SPENCE) or the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. BILL
YOUNG), who is chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, who has
done such a great job, along with the
gentleman from California (Mr. JERRY
LEWIS), chairman of defense appropria-
tions, of putting this supplemental to-
gether.

We did not go out and set some
standard and say, we have decided that
instead of 100 million M–16 rounds, we
want 200 million, that is a Republican
standard. We took the President’s
standard. We wrote in to the services
and said, how many M–16 bullets do
you need to be able to fight that two-
war contingency that we might have to
fight? How much should we have in re-
serve?

They answered back. In fact, they an-
swered back across the total line of
ammunition. I have a summary of that
here. In total ammunition across the
board, and I have two pages here, but I
will show Members just a summary
page, we are $13.8 billion short, accord-
ing to the President’s standard. That is
according to President Clinton’s own
standard of how much ammunition we
need.

So when the President says, I do not
want you adding extra things to this
defense bill, he means that he does not
want to give the full load of ammuni-
tion to his troops that his own clerks
and auditors and generals and admirals
have figured out they may need in an
extended battle. Somehow, ammuni-
tion is no longer a prerequisite to hav-
ing a strong military.

I would say if there is anything that
is an emergency it is ammunition. If I
had my way, let me tell the Members,
we would have a supplemental tomor-
row of not $13 billion, but one that was
$28.7 billion, because that is what the
services told us they could use right
now in ammunition and spare parts
and equipment. Because we not only
want to have enough ammunition for
the soldiers’ ammunition pouches, we
also want to have planes that can take
off and lift off the ground. Today, as
Members know, our mission capability
rates have been dropping like a rock.

Mr. BUYER. If the gentleman will
yield further, Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman’s concern is as great as mine

that we are unwilling to assume a risk
that will increase casualties in a war
scenario around the world, the funding
shortfall if we do not do even a piece of
that in the emergency supplemental, I
would say to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HUNTER), would we not have
to wait then until the 2000 budget
cycle, which means that the ammuni-
tion and the missiles which we are re-
questing may not even get to the force
until about 18 months from now?

Mr. HUNTER. The gentleman is ex-
actly right. In fact, we will have to
wait for next year’s funding, so we will
have to wait at least 4 or 5 months be-
fore we can even enact the bill and
have next year’s funding levels start.
That means having the Pentagon ready
to start making contracts.

And then most of these ammo lines,
some of them are closed, so most of
these ammo lines will have to be reas-
sembled, the assembly lines. By the
time the soldier actually gets the bul-
lets in the field or the airplanes get the
cruise missiles or the Navy gets its
particular missiles, 18 to 24 months can
go by.

Do Members know what is inter-
esting, some of the administration peo-
ple have argued, well, we cannot exe-
cute this contract in the next 12
months, so we do not think we should
do it now. They are saying, it takes a
long time to get ammunition, so let us
not start now.

Well, when do they want to start? Do
they want to start when we have a con-
flict and we discover that we are out,
we are empty? And I think our enemies
should make no mistake about it, we
still have an enormous nuclear arsenal,
but I do not think anybody in this
Chamber wants to rely on a nuclear ar-
senal as a deterrent.

In 1950 we did. One of the arguments
for drawing down the force, we had 9
million people under arms in World
War II. We just stacked arms. We got
out of the military so fast and drew
those units down so fast, because
Americans wanted to come home and
have babies and work on their farms
and get jobs and enjoy the prosperity
of America. We stacked arms.

General Marshall was asked, how is
the demobilization going, in 1948? He
says, this isn’t a demobilization, it is a
rout. We are just throwing our guns
away. A few years later the Koreans
marched down the Korean peninsula, a
third-rate military, and almost pushed
us into the ocean past the Pusan pe-
rimeter.

We were pretty sure that the Chinese
would not mess with us. In fact, we
didn’t think anybody would mess with
us because we had nuclear weapons. In
fact, in those days we had the only nu-
clear weapons.

One reason that we allowed our
forces to get so small, and incidentally,
the Army was 10 divisions, just like it
is today, we had drawn it down that
small, but we figured that nobody
would mess with us because we had nu-
clear weapons. We had this high tech-
nology that everybody was afraid of.

All of a sudden we discovered this
third-rate military pushing our people
down the Korean Peninsula. They over-
whelmed the 25th infantry division,
captured the commanding general, Wil-
liam Dean, our bazookas bounced off
the T–64 Soviet tanks, because they
had not stood still, they had continued
to make and develop their weapons sys-
tems, and we lost a lot of people.

In my cousin’s home in Fort Worth,
Texas, we have a picture of my second
cousin, Son Stillwell. Son was a Second
Lieutenant in the U.S. Marine Corps,
First Lieutenant in the U.S. Marine
Corps who died in Korea. Lots of us in
America have pictures on our mantles
of people who lost their lives in wars
which we were not prepared to fight.

Probably nobody today knows or can
remember what social program took
priority over a strong military in 1950,
when so many of us lost relatives in
the Korean War. But everybody that
looks at those pictures on their man-
tles remembers who they lost.

I would say that our number one ob-
ligation as Members of the U.S. Con-
gress to our people, and we do lots of
things for people that the Constitution
never mandated, we know that, and we
all participate in it. But our number
one obligation is to defend our people.

We have allowed the military to be
bled down so low that we can no longer
look our constituents in the eye and
say, we can defend you and we have a
real good chance of your youngsters
coming home alive.

Mr. BUYER. If the gentleman will
continue to yield, Mr. Speaker, I have
heard some comment by Members that
some of the emergency supplemental
funding will actually be coming out of
the social security trust fund. In other
words, if Congress had made the pledge
that every dollar of the surplus is to go
to the social security trust fund, are
we not really spending that social secu-
rity dollar on defense?

We have also recognized that there
will be funding in the surplus for pay-
ments on the national debt and a tax
cut for any dollar that is over and
above that allotment towards social se-
curity.

I will concur with the gentleman’s
comment that one of the first require-
ments of a government is to protect its
people. I think what makes me very
uncomfortable, the gentleman and I
and those that serve in this body, it is
easy to be the critic of the President or
those in the Pentagon, but we have to
become very constructive, because we
are responsible.

The Constitution, does it not, I would
ask the gentleman from California (Mr.
HUNTER), places us with the singular
responsibility to build the force and
make sure that it has what it needs to
meet the legitimate needs of this Na-
tion.

So when the gentleman laid out the
scenario of what happened in Korea
after World War II, the gentleman al-
most laid out the scenario that history
is about to repeat itself; that those of
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us, myself and the comrades who
served in the Gulf War, America and
the world was impressed with our high-
tech military force, so much so that no
one would dare take on the United
States military, especially in an air-
land war, and that we could move any-
where in the world we want.

So in the face of such a deterrent, we
drew down the force so rapidly and so
quickly that now in force structure it
is there, we have people. They are not
as well-equipped as we would like.
They are not as well-trained. And, oh,
by the way, if we have to use them, I
guess we will try to use what ammo we
can, and we will never be in a two-war
scenario, anyway. We hear that rhet-
oric around the town.

But I would say to the gentleman
from California (Mr. HUNTER), if we do
this plus-up in this emergency supple-
mental, would the gentleman agree
that we can immediately open up these
lines for the missiles and begin replac-
ing a lot of the needs?

Mr. HUNTER. Yes. Mr. Speaker, to
answer the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. BUYER), and he has made such an
eloquent presentation and made a
great case for increasing our national
defense funding, if we do in fact come
up with this money, one thing we can
do is go to the vendors.

If we have an ammunition line or a
spare parts line or a missile line, you
may have 25 or 30 major suppliers, com-
panies that used to make little parts
for that particular unit. You have to go
get them and say, hey, you have to go
back into business, because we are low
on ammo and we need to get this ammo
turned out quickly.

We can work with them, with a part-
nership of business and government.
We can get in there and accelerate
those lines and get them up and get
producing. I think we can start turning
out, for example, cruise missiles and
other things a lot faster than the Pen-
tagon thinks we can. I think when the
Americans really want to do some-
thing, they can do it.

With respect to the senior citizens
and their concern about social secu-
rity, my feeling is, I have no qualms
about using this money for an emer-
gency. Lack of ammunition is an emer-
gency. The generation that saved Pri-
vate Ryan is going to want to help save
this country. I am reminded that with-
out national security, there is no social
security.

With respect to the other programs,
the tax cuts and social programs,
whether you are a liberal who loves so-
cial programs and thinks tax cuts are
terrible, or you are a conservative like
myself who thinks that tax cuts in-
crease the economy and increase jobs,
no matter where your position is on
the political spectrum, we should all
agree that ammunition comes first.
Let us have ammunition before we
have tax cuts and before we have social
programs. I do not think anybody
would disagree with that.

Mr. BUYER. If the gentleman will
continue to yield, Mr. Speaker, I want

to ask this question, but I am going to
lay out a statement first.

If we do not have access to some of
our high tech munitions such as laser-
guided munitions, where an aircraft
can stay miles up and drop a laser-
guided munition through the front
door of a target, I have heard com-
ments, the hall comments, that we
have all types of dumb bomb munitions
that we could access.

But if we are to play into this, that
we have so much dumb bomb muni-
tions, are we not asking our pilots, who
could stay miles above, to assume a
risk? Because in order to drop that
dumb bomb, they are going to have to
come down into radar coverage, pick
up the sight of their target, and imme-
diately pull out. So those who are ad-
vocating, well, let us just drop dumb
bombs, we will assume risks.
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It is stunning for me how some peo-
ple in this body are willing to let sol-
diers and sailors, airmen and Marines,
pilots assume risks and not adequately
equip them. Does the gentleman have a
comment?

Mr. HUNTER. I would say there is no
sight more gratifying I think to the
member of a military family, to a
spouse and the kids, than to have their
dad get off of that airplane or get off of
that ship in the good old United States
and welcome them with open arms to
come home.

Bringing our pilots home is very im-
portant to us. And the thing that al-
lows them to come home alive is for
them to be able to keep their plane a
hundred miles from the target, launch
a standoff weapon that can go in and
hit the target while they stay out of
range of those surface-to-air missiles.
And I think one of the greatest agonies
that we ever endure is when we have
POWs and when we see what happens to
some of them. And we have listened
their stories when they come home. We
have had some great ones on both sides
of the aisle, Democrats and Repub-
licans.

Smart weapons, standoff weapons,
cruise missiles save lives. It is an abso-
lute disservice to our uniformed people
to not give them the very best. They
deserve the very best. They are not
getting adequate pay right now. We all
know that. They are 13 percent below
the domestic sector. We are trying to
ramp that up. I know the gentleman is
leading that charge and he is going to
get some fruition to his efforts. That is
one reason why the gentleman from
California (Chairman LEWIS) and the
gentleman from Florida (Chairman
YOUNG) and the other members of the
Subcommittee on Defense and the full
Committee on Appropriations sat down
and added ammunition to this supple-
mental, they added a lot of smart
weapons.

Mr. Speaker, I am going to offer an
amendment that I hope is approved by
the Committee on Rules that allows us
to restart the Tomahawk missile lines,

because I think we have got to have a
lot of Tomahawk missiles because we
cannot tell how fast we are going to
have to use them. And I think we
should build at least as many as Presi-
dent Clinton’s own analysis say we
need for the two-war requirement.

But to answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion, standoff weapons mean that Air
Force families get to see their daddy.
And having to fly over a target and
drop a gravity bomb on that target
with all that anti-aircraft fire and all
of those very sophisticated surface-to-
air missiles shooting back means that
we of going to have dead pilots and we
are going to have prisoners of war.

Mr. BUYER. As the Chairman of the
Subcommittee on Military Procure-
ment, I would like for the gentleman to
comment on some other questions that
Members are asking and some of their
comments that increasing this billions
of dollars over and above the Presi-
dent’s number, that we are putting in
things that the Pentagon did not ask
for and that it is pork laden. So I ask
the gentleman to comment on that, be-
cause I know the numbers that I put
together for the Guard and Reserve, I
spoke to each of the chiefs of each of
services for their go-to-war require-
ments. Period. Operational. I yield to
the gentleman.

Mr. HUNTER. Let me answer the
gentleman. I can tell the gentleman
that I sent over a request to the serv-
ices to tell us exactly what they need.
I did not ask any contractors what
they wanted to sell. And I did not ask
any congressmen what they wanted to
get for their district.

I think most of the congressmen that
I have talked to just want to get what
is right for America. They realize we
have got to refill the ammunition cof-
fers. This list, it represents a direct re-
sponse from the services with respect
to how much they have right now in
terms of cruise missiles and all the
other things that we need and how
much the President’s own analysis says
we need and what the shortages are.

So they sent over the shortages. We
did not get them from anybody else.
We did not set any new standards to
try to embarrass the President. We just
used his standards. That is what this
is.

Incidentally, the cruise missiles I am
sorry to say, they used to be built in
San Diego in my district. Well, about
10 years they moved out and they are
now built in Arizona across the Colo-
rado River, and so Arizonans have jobs
building cruise missiles. I do not care.
I do not care if they are built in the
northeast, the Midwest, wherever.
They save pilots’ lives. I would like to
have them come back to San Diego
some day, but I do not think that is
going to happen. But I think all Ameri-
cans just want to see ammunition right
now.

Mr. BUYER. Will the gentleman
yield? The large request that I put in
was in excess of $800 million. My dis-
trict: Agricultural. A lot of corn, soy-
beans, wheat, a lot of pork, cattle,
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chickens, duck production, auto-
mobiles. I do not have the big defense
contractors. So those who want to say
that it is pork laden, I do not sell any
of my hogs, none of my hogs out of In-
diana for this bill.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, let me
say to the gentleman who put together
this Guard and Reserve package and
does it for the Armed Services Com-
mittee, the gentleman has always
acted with total integrity and has al-
ways met the needs of the services. Un-
fortunately, we have always had to cut
what the services need, cut the supply
of resources that we are going to give
those shortages by about 50 percent.
There are lots of things that the Guard
and Reserve need right now on their
equipment and in their training and in
their ammunition and spare parts to be
able to go off and serve in a foreign
theater.

Mr. BUYER. One of the examples the
Chief of the Army Reserve put on the
list, he requested fire trucks. It would
be very easy for someone who does not
know anything about the military to
look at the list of equipment neces-
sities under the emergency supple-
mental and say why are we funding fire
trucks?

The answer is very simple. The Army
Reserve has the ground support mis-
sion for the Apaches that were sent
over to Albania and the present fire
trucks from the Army reserves are uti-
lized in Bosnia and they need to have
the fire trucks.

Mr. HUNTER. People need to know
when an aircraft comes in on fire, and
this is one thing I learned in San Diego
watching our Federal firefighters who
handle the jets out there, they have to
have incredible training and great
equipment to be able to put out those
fires on the aircraft and save lives. So
they have to carry a contingent of fire-
fighters with them.

Mr. BUYER. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman would yield?, he will be happy
to have yielded to me because I am
going to extend a great compliment to
the gentleman. I have been impressed
with the gentleman’s chairmanship
over the years. With his focus on oper-
ational requirements, getting to the
services what they need to fight and
win the Nation’s wars.

I want to compliment the gentleman
as one of the strongest advocates to
make sure that our ammunition bins
are filled. Because I can say that, yes,
we all share the responsibility on pro-
curement, but it is singular with the
gentleman from San Diego in this body
because we have to turn to him as
Chairman of the Subcommittee on
Military Procurement to tell us what
those needs and requirements are. And,
actually, we yield to the gentleman’s
integrity that he will make those prop-
er decisions. That is not just us; Amer-
ica yields to him. America out there
whose sons and daughters may be in
Korea right now, part of the 37,000 that
are right now on the line in Korea or in
a ship or in Okinawa or maybe they are

in Iraq right now or wherever they are
in the world to face a threat they have
to be able to sleep in comfort that the
gentleman from California has made
sure that their son or daughter can ac-
cess just in time to get that ammuni-
tion. And that is why I compliment the
gentleman.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Speaker, I say to
my friend, I thank him for that com-
pliment. When I see the gentleman
from Indiana up there in the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, I see a sol-
dier who has a great integrity and de-
votion to his country and to his people
that he serves with and to the people
that are still serving. The gentleman
has done a wonderful job.

What I think is a great tragedy is
that I do not think we are fulfilling our
obligation. I do not think we as a body
are fulfilling it. And if we get to a
point where we have our Marines and
soldiers or sailors or airmen coming up
short of ammunition, short of spare
parts and more of them die on the bat-
tlefield because of that, then we will
have failed them.

So I hope that every Member votes
for this supplemental appropriation to-
morrow and I hope they vote for the
amendments. And it is going to be in
two days. I hope they vote for the
amendments that increase the ammu-
nition supply. Even if we vote for
those, we are still going to be about $12
billion short of basic ammunition. So
we are not taking care of the problem,
but we are taking care of part of the
problem.

I really thank the gentleman for his
hard work. And maybe the gentleman
could share with us his ideas too about
how we are going to finally close this
pay gap over the next several months
and years.

Mr. BUYER. Well, I will close this to-
night and reclaim my time that on
May 13 we will mark up the Sub-
committee on Military Personnel’s
Chairman’s mark and we are going to
address the increase in military pay.
We are going to change the pay tables
to increase retention. We are concerned
about the retention not only at the
mid-level officer and NCO, but also the
retention of general officer strength.
They are leaving for other jobs and
that is not healthy.

We are going to reform the retire-
ment system. We are looking at cre-
ating a Thrift Savings Plan for the
military. Part of this emergency sup-
plemental, about $1.8 billion, is for the
funding of the pay package, subject to
the authorization that we come up
with. So we are going to address the
pay differential and we are going to
take a very serious look at a lot of
other things.

I did not totally concur with the Sen-
ate’s package, S. 4. It became a huge
Christmas tree and everybody wanted
to throw their arms around the soldier.
But the problems are much greater. It
is the quality of life issues. It is the
housing issues. It is the readiness. It is
the lack of spare parts. It is a large

issue. So we are going to make sure
that we try to address it by the breadth
and we are going to be smart about our
business.

Let me close with this one story that
has always moved me, and I think it
will go to the heart of the spirit of why
the gentleman from California and oth-
ers work so very, very hard on these
issues. I think of the World War II vet-
eran. It is the World War II veteran I
believe is a generation that changed
the world and left freedom in their
footsteps.

Mr. Speaker, I will conclude by say-
ing that they understand the total sac-
rifice and they have taught a genera-
tion what freedom means. The gentle-
man’s example on Korea here tells us
let us do not relive history. Let us ac-
cept the responsibility. This is not an
emergency supplemental for Kosovo;
this is funding our national military
strategy and it must be done.
f

NATIONAL TEACHERS DAY
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. HOLT) is recognized for 60
minutes.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, it is a pleas-
ure on behalf of my colleagues today to
recognize National Teachers Day and
National Teacher Appreciation Week.
We know the old bumper sticker that
reads, ‘‘If you can read this, thank a
teacher.’’ Well, tonight I would like to
thank teachers.

The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
MENENDEZ) organized this special
order, but was unable to be here to-
night because he had to attend a fu-
neral. But on his behalf and my col-
leagues’, I would like to talk a bit
about teachers.

According to the National PTA, the
origins of National Teachers Day are
somewhat unclear but it is known that
Arkansas teacher, Mrs. Mattie White
Woodridge began corresponding with
political and educational leaders
around 1944 about the need for a na-
tional day honoring teachers.

One of the people Mrs. Woodridge
wrote to was Eleanor Roosevelt who
persuaded the 81st Congress to pro-
claim a National Teacher Day in 1953.

In the late 1970s, the National Edu-
cation Association as well as many of
its local affiliates persuaded Congress
to create a national day celebrating
the contributions of teachers and such
a day was established in 1980. In 1985,
the NEA and the National PTA estab-
lished a full week of May as National
Teacher Appreciation Week, and to
make the Tuesday of that week Na-
tional Teacher Appreciation Day.

It is only right that we take a mo-
ment to honor the dedication, hard
work, and importance of teachers in
our society. As a teacher myself, I
know that teaching is a hard and some-
times unrecognized job. But of all the
important jobs in our society, nothing
makes more of an impact on our chil-
dren than a well-trained, caring and
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dedicated teacher. No job ultimately is
more important to our society.

Each of us has had teachers who have
made marks on our lives who have
pushed us to achieve more and chal-
lenged us to excel. While these teach-
ers may not command the celebrity of
a sports star, they continue to work
every day often under difficult cir-
cumstances to guide our children to a
better future.

We here in Congress, on both sides of
the aisle, continue to debate ways to
improve our public schools and to
boost the educational achievement of
our young people. Experts have sug-
gested all kinds of ways to strengthen
our education system. But as we talk
about these programs and policies, we
may forget that one of the best ways to
improve our education system is to
show respect and support for our teach-
ers.

Teachers across our Nation are doing
an outstanding job. As I have traveled
around my central New Jersey district,
I have met hundreds of teachers who
are working hard every day to prepare
students to succeed in this economy
and it is not often easy.

b 2245

Compared with many professionals,
teachers are underpaid and over-
worked. The Education Testing Service
pointed out in a recent report that de-
spite the importance of the work they
do, teachers still earn less in median
weekly wages than doctors, lawyers,
accountants, public relations profes-
sionals and even many service workers.

Studies consistently show that
teachers earn less than other profes-
sionals with similar educational re-
quirements, and that is just not right.
As long as this country continues to
pay teachers less than it pays others,
we will not get all we need. In the next
decade we Americans must hire two
million new teachers to fill vacancies
and to keep up with student school
growth, and we need the best people.

Teachers often perform miracles in
the classrooms, which too many of us
take for granted. We forget many times
teachers are called on to undertake
other tasks in addition to teaching.
Teachers today often have to enforce
discipline and guide troubled children
to the help they need. Our Nation can
improve its education system by show-
ing respect for teachers and by letting
them know how much we value their
work. All of us should take time to
thank our teachers.

Later this week, when I return home
to New Jersey, I will visit a teacher at
West Windsor Plainsboro School on
Friday morning, the first morning I am
back, and I will teach a class in phys-
ics. But we need to do more than sim-
ply reflect on teachers’ contributions
and drop in occasionally. We need to
undertake policies that will make their
jobs easier. We need to work together
to find ways to support teachers, to
help them continue to grow profes-
sionally, to help our school districts

hire more qualified teachers, to help
our school districts modernize and up-
date their classrooms with technology.
That is how we thank our teachers.
That is how we show respect for our
teachers. That is how we show respect
for our children.
f

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Ms. CARSON (at the request of Mr.
GEPHARDT) for today on account of per-
sonal business.

Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma (at the re-
quest of Mr. ARMEY) for today on ac-
count of inspecting tornado damage in
Oklahoma.

Mr. TIAHRT (at the request of Mr.
ARMEY) for today on account of in-
specting tornado damage in Kansas.

Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma (at the re-
quest of Mr. ARMEY) for today and May
5 on account of inspecting tornado
damage in Oklahoma.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA) to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material:)

Mr. LIPINSKI, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. BAIRD, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. BLUMENAUER, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. SMITH of Washington, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, for 5 minutes,

today.
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. ALLEN, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. KUCINICH, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. MALONEY of New York, for 5

minutes, today.
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mr. ABERCROMBIE, for 5 minutes,

today.
Ms. BROWN of Florida, for 5 minutes,

today.
Mr. SANDERS, for 5 minutes, today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. THUNE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes
each day, today and on May 5th.

Mr. DEMINT, for 5 minutes, on May
5th.

Mr. HILL of Montana, for 5 minutes,
on May 5th.

Mr. SCHAFFER, for 5 minutes, on May
5th.

Mr. BATEMAN, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. BURTON OF Indiana, for 5 min-

utes, on May 11th.
Mr. GUTKNECHT, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, for 5

minutes, on May 5th.

Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. BRADY of Texas, for 5 minutes, on

May 5th.
Mr. WELDON of Pennsylvania, for 5

minutes, today.
Mr. SHERWOOD, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. GIBBONS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SAXTON, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. THUNE, for 5 minutes, today.
f

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 47 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, May 5, 1999, at 10
a.m.
f

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1822. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Dimethomorph;
Extension of Tolerance for Emergency Ex-
emptions [OPP–300842; FRL–6075–2] (RIN:
2070–AB78) received April 9, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1823. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Oxyfluorfen;
Extension of Tolerance for Emergency Ex-
emptions [OPP–300834; FRL–6073–4] (RIN:
2070–AB78) received April 9, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Agriculture.

1824. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA–7268] received April 6,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices.

1825. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Final
Flood Elevation Determinations—received
April 6, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.

1826. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—Final
Flood Elevation Determinations—received
April 6, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Banking and Financial
Services.

1827. A letter from the General Counsel,
Federal Emergency Management Agency,
transmitting the Agency’s final rule—
Changes in Flood Elevation Determinations
[Docket No. FEMA–7277] received April 6,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Banking and Financial Serv-
ices.

1828. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Office of Postsecondary Education, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Gaining Early Awareness
and Readiness for Undergraduate Programs
(RIN: 1840–AC59) received April 23, 1999, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

1829. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
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Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Authorization
to Implement Section 111 and 112 Standards;
State of Connecticut [A–1–FRL–6325–3] re-
ceived April 12, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Commerce.

1830. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulatory Management and Information,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule—Approval and
Promulgation of Air Quality Implementa-
tion Plans; Pennsylvania; Approval of VOC
RACT Determinations for Individual Sources
[PA129–4083a; FRL–6323–6] received April 12,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Commerce.

1831. A letter from the General Counsel, In-
formation Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Exchange Visitor Program—
received April 7, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

1832. A letter from the General Counsel, In-
formation Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule—Exchange Visitor Program—
received April 7, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations.

1833. A letter from the Director, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, transmit-
ting notification that funding under title V
of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act, as amended, will
exceed $5 million for the response to the
emergency declared on January 15, 1999, as a
result of the record/near record snow which
severely impacted the State of Indiana from
January 1, 1999, through and including Janu-
ary 15, 1999, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5193; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1834. A letter from the Director, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, transmit-
ting notification that funding under title V
of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act, as amended, will
exceed $5 million for the response to the
emergency declared on January 8, 1999, as a
result of the record/near record snow which
severely impacted the State of Illinois from
January 1, 1999, through and including Janu-
ary 15, 1999, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5193; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1835. A letter from the Director, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, transmit-
ting notification that funding under title V
of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and
Emergency Assistance Act, as amended, will
exceed $5 million for the response to the
emergency declared on January 27, 1999, as a
result of the record/near record snow which
severely impacted the State of Michigan
from January 2, 1999, through and including
January 15, 1999, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 5193;
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

1836. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Bell Helicopter Textron Canada
Model 407 Helicopters [Docket No. 99–SW–16–
AD; Amendment 39–11111; AD 99–06–15] (RIN:
2120–AA64) received April 9, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1837. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Boeing Model 747 Series Air-
planes [Docket No. 98–NM–163–AD; Amend-
ment 39–11106; AD 99–08–02] (RIN: 2120–AA64)
received April 9, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1838. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,

Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Boeing Model 747 Series Air-
planes [Docket No. 97–NM–326–AD; Amend-
ment 39–11105; AD 99–08–01] (RIN: 2120–AA64)
received April 9, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1839. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Bombardier Model DHC–8–100,
-200, and -300 Series Airplanes [Docket No.
97–NM–04–AD; Amendment 39–11109; AD 99–
08–04] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received April 9, 1999,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

1840. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; Eurocopter France Model
SA.3160, SA.316B, SA.316C, and SA.319B Heli-
copters [Docket No. 98–SW–58–AD; Amend-
ment 39–11112; AD 99–08–06] (RIN: 2120–AA64)
received April 9, 1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1841. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; McDonnell Douglas Model DC–9
and C–9 (Military) Series Airplanes [Docket
No. 98–NM–110–AD; Amendment 39–11110; AD
99–08–05] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received April 9,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1842. A letter from the Program Support
Specialist, Aircraft Certification Service,
Department of Transportation, transmitting
the Department’s final rule—Airworthiness
Directives; McDonnell Douglas Model DC–10
and MD–11 Series Airplanes, and KC–10 (Mili-
tary) Series Airplanes [Docket No. 98–NM–55–
AD; Amendment 39–11072; AD 99–06–08] (RIN:
2120–AA64) received April 9, 1999, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1843. A letter from the Program Analyst,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule—Airworthiness Directives;
Allison Engine Company, Inc. AE 3007A and
AE 3007C Series Turbofan Engines [Docket
No. 99–NE–01–AD; Amendment 39–11108; AD
99–02–51] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received April 9,
1999, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1844. A letter from the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, transmitting Initial es-
timate of the applicable percentage increase
in hospital inpatient payment rates for fiscal
year 2000, pursuant to Public Law 101–508,
section 4002(g)(1)(B) (104 Stat. 1388–36); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

1845. A letter from the Chair, Christopher
Columbus Fellowship Foundation, transmit-
ting the FY 1998 Annual Report of the Chris-
topher Columbus Fellowship Foundation,
pursuant to Public Law 102–281, section 429(b)
(106 Stat. 145); jointly to the Committees on
Banking and Financial Services and Science.

1846. A letter from the Director, Office of
Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, transmitting a listing of
two Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
properties covered by the Act as of Sep-
tember 30, 1998; jointly to the Committees on
Banking and Financial Services and Re-
sources.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. YOUNG of Florida: Committee on Ap-
propriations. Report on the Suballocation of
Budget Allocations for Fiscal Year 1999
(Rept. 106–124). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida: Committee on Ap-
propriations. H.R. 1664. A bill making emer-
gency supplemental appropriations for mili-
tary operations, refugee relief, and humani-
tarian assistance relating to the conflict in
Kosovo, and for military operations in
Southwest Asia for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1999, and for other purposes
(Rept. 106–125). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. SESSIONS: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 158. Resolution providing
for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 833) to
amend title 11 of the United States Code, and
for other purposes (Rept. 106–126). Referred
to the House Calendar.

f

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED
BILL

Pursuant to clause 5 of rule X the fol-
lowing action was taken by the Speak-
er:
(The following action occurred on April 30, 1999)

H.R. 434. Referral to the Committees on
Ways and Means and Banking and Financial
Services extended for a period ending not
later than May 21, 1999.

f

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. HYDE (for himself, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. BACHUS,
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. SMITH of Texas,
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. CLAY, Mr.
CRANE, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. EWING, Mr. FARR of
California, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. GILLMOR,
Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr.
HOLDEN, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr.
MCDERMOTT, Mr. MANZULLO, Mr.
MARTINEZ, Ms. NORTON, Ms. RIVERS,
Mr. SCOTT, Mr. SHOWS, Mr. TAYLOR of
North Carolina, Mr. WELDON of Penn-
sylvania, and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska):

H.R. 1658. A bill to provide a more just and
uniform procedure for Federal civil
forteitures, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SERRANO (for himself and Mr.
HYDE):

H.R. 1659. A bill to reinforce police training
and reestablish police and community rela-
tions, and to create a commission to study
and report on the policies and practices that
govern the training, recruitment, and over-
sight of police officers, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RANGEL (for himself, Mr. GEP-
HARDT, Mr. BONIOR, Mr. STARK, Mr.
MATSUI, Mr. COYNE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
CARDIN, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. LEWIS
of Georgia, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, Mr. MCNULTY, Mr. JEFFERSON,
Mr. BECERRA, Mrs. THURMAN, Mr.
ABERCROMBIE, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr.
ALLEN, Mr. BALDACCI, Mr. BARRETT of
Wisconsin, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr.
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BLAGOJEVICH, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
BORSKI, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
BROWN of California, Mr. CAPUANO,
Ms. CARSON, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, Mrs.
CLAYTON, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. CROWLEY,
Mr. DAVIS of Virginia, Ms. DEGETTE,
Mr. DELAHUNT, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
DEUTSCH, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. DIXON,
Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. FARR of Cali-
fornia, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. FILNER, Mr.
FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr. FROST,
Mr. GEJDENSON, Mr. GORDON, Mr. HIN-
CHEY, Mr. HINOJOSA, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
INSLEE, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Is-
land, Ms. KILPATRICK, Mr. KUCINICH,
Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr.
LATOURETTE, Mrs. LOWEY, Mrs.
MALONEY of New York, Mr. MALONEY
of Connecticut, Mr. MARTINEZ, Mr.
MASCARA, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr. MOAKLEY,
Mr. OLVER, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. PELOSI,
Mr. POMEROY, Mr. QUINN, Ms. RIVERS,
Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. RUSH, Ms.
SANCHEZ, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. SANDLIN,
Mr. SAWYER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
SHOWS, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. STRICK-
LAND, Mr. TIERNEY, Mrs. JONES of
Ohio, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WEINER, Mr.
WEXLER, Mr. WEYGAND, Ms. WOOLSEY,
and Mr. WYNN):

H.R. 1660. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the incentives
for the construction and renovation of public
schools and to provide tax incentives for cor-
porations to participate in cooperative
agreements with public schools in distressed
areas; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mrs. MORELLA (for herself, Mr.
BALDACCI, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. HILL-
IARD):

H.R. 1661. A bill to amend title XXVII of
the Public Health Service Act and part 7 of
subtitle B of title I of the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 to estab-
lish standards for the health quality im-
provement of children in managed care plans
and other health plans; to the Committee on
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee
on Education and the Workforce, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York:
H.R. 1662. A bill to amend Elementary and

Secondary Education Act of 1965 to provide
for the inclusion of mentoring programs for
novice teachers in the professional develop-
ment activities of local educational agen-
cies, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. CALVERT (for himself, Mr.
STUMP, Mrs. BONO, Mr. BROWN of
California, Mr. LEWIS of California,
Mr. PACKARD, Mr. DREIER, Mr. BOEH-
LERT, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
ROHRABACHER, Mr. EVANS, Mr.
CUNNINGHAM, Mr. COX, Mr. HUNTER,
Mr. BILBRAY, Mr. MCKEON, Mr.
ROYCE, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. GARY MIL-
LER of California, Mr. DIXON, Mr.
MATSUI, Ms. LEE, Mr. RADANOVICH,
Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
KUYKENDALL, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of
California, Mr. HORN, Mr. POMBO, Mr.
LANTOS, Mr. ROGAN, Mr. GALLEGLY,
Mr. FILNER, Mrs. TAUSCHER, Mr.
CONDIT, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. WAXMAN,
Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. BERMAN, Mrs.
CAPPS, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. MARTINEZ,
Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. WA-

TERS, Mr. FARR of California, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, Mr. DOOLEY
of California, Mr. STARK, Ms. WOOL-
SEY, Ms. PELOSI, Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD, Mr. OSE, Mr. CHAMBLISS,
Mr. DOOLITTLE, Mr. BUYER, Mr.
HERGER, Mr. DOYLE, Mr. ACKERMAN,
Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. SNYDER, Ms.
MCKINNEY, Mr. GIBBONS, Mr. PETER-
SON of Minnesota, Mr. WATTS of Okla-
homa, Mr. QUINN, Mr. BAKER, Mr.
HANSEN, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.
REYES, and Mr. UNDERWOOD):

H.R. 1663. A bill to designate as a national
memorial the memorial being built at the
Riverside National Cemetery in Riverside,
California to honor recipients of the Medal
of Honor; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

By Mr. YOUNG of Florida:
H.R. 1664. A bill making emergency supple-

mental appropriations for military oper-
ations, refugee relief, and humanitarian as-
sistance relating to the conflict in Kosovo,
and for military operations in Southwest
Asia for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1999, and for other purposes.

By Mr. BATEMAN:
H.R. 1665. A bill to allow the National Park

Service to acquire certain land for addition
to the Wilderness Battlefield in Virginia, as
previously authorized by law, by purchase or
exchange as well as by donation; to the Com-
mittee on Resources.

By Mr. BOYD (for himself, Mr. FOLEY,
Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. DAVIS
of Florida, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Mrs.
FOWLER, Mr. SCARBOROUGH, Mrs.
MEEK of Florida, Mr. CANADY of Flor-
ida, Mrs. THURMAN, Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN, Mr. YOUNG of Florida, Mr.
MCCOLLUM, Mr. GOSS, Mr. HASTINGS
of Florida, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. SHAW,
Mr. STEARNS, Mr. MICA, Mr. WELDON
of Florida, Ms. BROWN of Florida, and
Mr. MILLER of Florida):

H.R. 1666. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service at 200 East
Pinckney Street in Madison, Florida, as the
‘‘Captain Colin P. Kelly, Jr. Post Office’’; to
the Committee on Government Reform.

By Mr. COOK (for himself and Mr. PE-
TERSON of Minnesota):

H.R. 1667. A bill to amend title 23, United
States Code, relating to vehicle weight limi-
tations; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

By Mr. GANSKE:
H.R. 1668. A bill to authorize the National

Park Service to conduct a feasibility study
for the preservation of the Loess Hills in
western Iowa; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

By Mr. GOSS:
H.R. 1669. A bill to provide that an annual

pay adjustment for Members of Congress
may not exceed the cost-of-living adjust-
ment in benefits under title II of the Social
Security Act for that year; to the Committee
on Government Reform, and in addition to
the Committee on House Administration, for
a period to be subsequently determined by
the Speaker, in each case for consideration
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida:
H.R. 1670. A bill to establish a commission

to study the culture and glorification of vio-
lence in America; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HOYER:
H.R. 1671. A bill to grant a Federal charter

to Korean War Veterans Association, Incor-
porated; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. LOFGREN:
H.R. 1672. A bill to amend title XIX of the

Social Security Act to require States Med-
icaid plans to provide for payment for costs

of medical services under individualized edu-
cation programs under the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act after they exceed
$3,500 in a school year; to the Committee on
Commerce.

By Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut:
H.R. 1673. A bill to provide bonus funds to

local educational agencies that adopt a pol-
icy to end social promotion; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. GARY MILLER of California:
H.R. 1674. A bill to amend the Safe Drink-

ing Water Act with respect to civil actions
against public waters systems that are in
compliance with national drinking water
regulations promulgated by the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mrs. MINK of Hawaii:
H.R. 1675. A bill to provide for the full

funding of the Pell Grant Program; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. PALLONE:
H.R. 1676. A bill to amend part Q of title I

of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act of 1965 to prevent motorist stops
motivated by race or other bias; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SHERMAN (for himself, Ms.
PELOSI, Mr. MATSUI, and Mr. BROWN
of California):

H.R. 1677. A bill to restrict the sale of ciga-
rettes in packages of less than 15 cigarettes;
to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. SWEENEY:
H.R. 1678. A bill to amend title 49, United

States Code, to require the Secretary of
Transportation to initiate investigations of
unfair methods of competition by major air
carriers against new entrant air carriers; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

H.R. 1679. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to provide assistance and slots
with respect to air carrier service between
high density airports and certain small and
nonhub airports that have unreasonably high
airfares, to improve jet aircraft service to
markets that have unreasonably high air-
fares, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. THOMAS:
H.R. 1680. A bill to provide for the convey-

ance of Forest Service property in Kern
County, California, in exchange for county
lands suitable for inclusion in Sequoia Na-
tional Forest; to the Committee on Re-
sources.

By Ms. WATERS:
H.R. 1681. A bill to concentrate Federal re-

sources aimed at the prosecution of drug of-
fenses on those offenses that are major; to
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Commerce, for a
period to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Mrs. WILSON (for herself, Mr.
SKEEN, Mr. FORD, and Mr. UDALL of
New Mexico):

H.R. 1682. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to establish a permanent
tax incentive for research and development,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BRYANT (for himself and Mr.
WICKER):

H.J. Res. 50. A joint resolution granting
the consent of Congress to the Chickasaw
Trail Economic Development Compact; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. CHENOWETH (for herself, Mr.
ARMEY, Mr. DELAY, Mr. ADERHOLT,
Mr. BURTON of Indiana, Mr. COBURN,
Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. DICKEY, Mr.
DOOLITTLE, Mr. FOSSELLA, Mr.
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GRAHAM, Mr. HAYES, Mr. HAYWORTH,
Mr. HILL of Montana, Mr. HILLEARY,
Mr. HOSTETTLER, Mr. HUNTER, Mr.
ISTOOK, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas,
Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr.
MCINTOSH, Mr. METCALF, Mrs.
MYRICK, Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. PICK-
ERING, Mr. PITTS, Mr. RYUN of Kan-
sas, Mr. SCHAFFER, Mr. STEARNS, Mr.
TANCREDO, Mr. TAYLOR of North
Carolina, and Mr. WALDEN of Oregon):

H. Con. Res. 94. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the public need for reconciliation
and healing, urging the United States to
unite in seeking God, and recommending
that the Nation’s leaders call for days of
prayer; to the Committee on Government
Reform.

By Mr. SWEENEY:
H. Con. Res. 95. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of Congress that State
earnings limitations on retired law enforce-
ment officers be lifted to enhance school
safety; to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. GRANGER (for herself, Mr.
PITTS, Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma, Mr.
DEMINT, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. FLETCH-
ER, Mr. METCALF, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr.
RAMSTAD, Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska,
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. NEAL of Massachu-
setts, Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. GALLEGLY, Mr.
MOORE, Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. FORBES,
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mrs.
FOWLER, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. TRAFICANT,
Mr. CHAMBLISS, Mr. MCINTOSH, Mr.
GRAHAM, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. KIL-
DEE, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. PHELPS, Mr.
SCHAFFER, Mr. KLINK, Mr.
LATOURETTE, Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. SMITH
of Michigan, Mr. CALVERT, Mr.
FOLEY, Mr. REYNOLDS, Mr. HORN, Mr.
FROST, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico,
Mr. BLUNT, and Mrs. CHRISTENSEN):

H. Res. 157. A resolution Expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives in sup-
port of America’s teachers; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

f

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts intro-

duced a bill (H.R. 1683) for the relief
of Paul Green; which was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

f

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows:

H.R. 8: Mr. MICA.
H.R. 36: Mr. HOLT, Mr. DIXON, Ms.

MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi, Mr. PALLONE, and Mrs. CLAYTON.

H.R. 44: Mr. BISHOP and Mr. BAKER.
H.R. 49: Ms. KILPATRICK.
H.R. 65: Mr. BAKER and Mr. BERRY.
H.R. 111: Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. PHELPS, Mr.

BARTLETT of Maryland, and Mr. WEINER.
H.R. 116: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi and

Mr. MURTHA.
H.R. 142: Mr. WELDON of Florida.
H.R. 165: Mr. EHLERS.
H.R. 215: Mr. ANDREWS.
H.R. 274: Mr. COOK, Mr. PITTS, Mrs.

MORELLA, Mr. HOYER, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.

KAPTUR, Mr. MORAN of Virginia, and Mr.
NEAL of Massachusetts.

H.R. 303: Mr. BAKER, Mr. BERRY, Mr. DAVIS
of Florida, Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon, and Mr.
GOODE.

H.R. 315: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. PAYNE, Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr. BORSKI.

H.R. 325: Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. MASCARA,
Ms. RIVERS, and Ms. SANCHEZ.

H.R. 348: Mr. ROHRABACHER and Mr.
CUNNINGHAM.

H.R. 357: Mr. INSLEE.
H.R. 382: Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. BLAGOJEVICH,

Mr. SANDLIN, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON of Texas.

H.R. 383: Ms. CARSON, Mrs. MEEK of Flor-
ida, Mr. RODRIGUEZ, Mr. PASCRELL, and Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 390: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
WELDON of Florida, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr.
STRICKLAND, Ms. VELAZQUEZ, and Mr. KOLBE.

H.R. 405: Mr. NADLER and Mr. ACKERMAN.
H.R. 415: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico.
H.R. 425: Mr. MINGE, Mr. UDALL of New

Mexico, and Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota.
H.R. 430: Mr. BAIRD, Mr. SANDLIN, Mr. MUR-

THA, and Mr. BORSKI.
H.R. 455: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico.
H.R. 457: Mr. BAIRD and Mr. THOMPSON of

Mississippi.
H.R. 486: Mrs. CUBIN, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. LU-

THER, Mr. WEXLER, and Mr. PETERSON of
Pennsylvania.

H.R. 488: Mr. BONIOR and Mr. GEORGE MIL-
LER of California.

H.R. 492: Mr. BILIRAKIS.
H.R. 516: Mr. GOODLATTE.
H.R. 518: Mr. HALL of Texas.
H.R. 527: Mr. PALLONE.
H.R. 531: Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. PICKETT, Mr.

SWEENEY, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr.
GARY G. MILLER of California, Mr. MOORE,
and Mr. WHITFIELD.

H.R. 537: Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California.
H.R. 541: Mr. WATT of North Carolina.
H.R. 558: Mr. KOLBE.
H.R. 595: Ms. KAPTUR and Mrs. MINK of Ha-

waii.
H.R. 597: Mr. BURR of North Carolina, Mr.

HILLIARD, Mr. SANDLIN, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr.
BERMAN, Mr. SNYDER, and Mr. HORN.

H.R. 673: Mr. GOSS.
H.R. 700: Mr. BILBRAY and Mr. TERRY.
H.R. 725: Mr. INSLEE and Mr. GEORGE MIL-

LER of California.
H.R. 731: Ms. WOOLSEY.
H.R. 750: Mr. WYNN.
H.R. 775: Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky and Mr.

EWING.
H.R. 776: Mr. HILLIARD, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr.

WISE, Mr. RAHALL, and Ms. MILLENDER-
MCDONALD.

H.R. 783: Mr. CANADY of Florida, Mr. GIL-
MAN, Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. STUMP, and Mr.
ETHERIDGE.

H.R. 784: Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr.
ETHERIDGE, Mr. SHAW, and Mr. CAPUANO.

H.R. 827: Mr. FROST, Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr.
BERRY, and Ms. RIVERS.

H.R. 850: Mr. UDALL of Colorado and Mr.
HOEFFEL.

H.R. 875: Mr. MATSUI, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois,
and Mr. MEEKS of New York.

H.R. 894: Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania.
H.R. 902: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. FRANK of Massa-

chusetts, Mr. STARK, Mr. HOEFFEL, and Mr.
PORTER.

H.R. 906: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts.
H.R. 914: Mr. INSLEE.
H.R. 961: Mr. WU and Mr. CAPUANO.
H.R. 976: Ms. WATERS, Mr. GANSKE, Mr.

BALDACCI, and Mrs. MALONEY of New York.
H.R. 987: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. KOLBE, Mr.

WELDON of Florida, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. CHABOT,
Mr. MICA, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, Mr.
SOUDER, Mr. FOLEY, and Mr. RYUN of Kansas.

H.R. 996: Mr. ENGEL, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mrs.
MINK of Hawaii, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, and Mr. WYNN.

H.R. 997: Mr. BONIOR, Mr. PITTS, Mr. OBER-
STAR, Mr. GEKAS, Mr. HOYER, Mr. BRADY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. COOK, Ms. KAPTUR, and
Mr. MORAN of Virginia.

H.R. 1003: Mr. GONZALEZ.
H.R. 1032: Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. PICKETT, Mr.

CUNNINGHAM, Mr. WAMP, and Peterson of
Pennsylvania.

H.R. 1044: Mr. SHOWS, Mrs. MINK of Hawaii,
and Mr. LATHAM.

H.R. 1049: Mrs. LOWEY.
H.R. 1062: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. SABO, Mrs.

JONES of Ohio, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
MEEHAN, Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr.
NADLER, and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.

H.R. 1082: Mr. BENTSEN and Mr. QUINN.
H.R. 1083: Mr. NETHERCUTT, Mr. NUSSLE,

and Mr. WALDEN of Oregon.
H.R. 1084: Mr. GARY MILLER of California

and Mr. GOODLING.
H.R. 1102: Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. METCALF,

Ms. DUNN, Mr. ENGLISH, and Mr. HOBSON.
H.R. 1108: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. KOLBE, and

Mr. BERMAN.
H.R. 1111: Mr. DEAL of Georgia, Mr.

GILCHREST, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. BAIRD, Mr.
BERMAN, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, and Ms. KIL-
PATRICK.

H.R. 1130: Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. MEEKS
of New York, Ms. KILPATRICK, and Ms.
HOOLEY of Oregon.

H.R. 1130: Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. HOOLEY of Or-
egon, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. UDALL of New
Mexico.

H.R. 1168: Mr. COBLE, Mr. ACKERMAN, Ms.
CARSON, Mrs. LOWEY, and Mr. DUNCAN.

H.R. 1173: Mr. FATTAH.
H.R. 1188: Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. FORBES, Mr.

THOMPSON of Mississippi, and Mr. WYNN.
H.R. 1219: Mr. HILL of Montana.
H.R. 1236: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of

Texas and Mr. WATT of North Carolina.
H.R. 1256: Mr. HALL of Texas and Mr.

METCALF.
H.R. 1272: Mrs. EMERSON, Mr. ISTOOK, and

Mr. PAUL.
H.R. 1283: Mr. STUMP, Mr. BALLERNGER, Mr.

DOOLITTLE, Mr. BLUNT, and Mr. DOOLEY of
California.

H.R. 1289: Mr. MATSUI, Mr. SERRANO, Mr.
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. CARDIN,
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, and Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD.

H.R. 1298: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 1299: Mr. LATOURETTE and Mr. SHOWS.
H.R. 1300: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. FORD, Mr.

ENGLISH, and Mr. PASTOR.
H.R. 1301: Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma, Mr.

EWING, Mr. TIAHRT, Mr. ROEMER, Mr. ISTOOK,
Mr. DOOLEY of California, Mr. PICKERING, Mr.
SANDLIN, Mr. HILL of Montana, Mr. HUTCH-
INSON, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. BARRETT of Ne-
braska.

H.R. 1317: Mr. FOLEY, Mr. HAYWORTH, and
Mr. SHOWS.

H.R. 1322: Mr. GOODLING and Mr. GARY MIL-
LER of California.

H.R. 1326: Mr. MCCRERY, Mr. FROST, Mr.
FORBES, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. GARY MILLER
of California.

H.R. 1344: Mr. SHOWS.
H.R. 1349: Mr. GOODE, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr.

NEY, Mr. FORBES, and Mr. PETERSON of Penn-
sylvania.

H.R. 1350: Mr. SABO, Mr. BAIRD, Mr. ENGEL,
Mr. DOOLEY of California, Mr. NADLER, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. WYNN, Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, and Mr. BROWN of Ohio.

H.R. 1354: Mr. POMEROY and Mr. THUNE.
H.R. 1355: Mr. LARSON and Mr. SAWYER.
H.R. 1357: Mr. SENSENBRENNER.
H.R. 1361: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. OLVER.
H.R. 1370: Mr. BARR of Georgia and Mr.

KUCINICH.
H.R. 1371: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of

Texas, Mr. RAHALL, and Mr. BERMAN.
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H.R. 1405: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. COYNE, Mr.

BOEHLERT, Mr. FROST, Ms. PRYCE of Ohio,
and Mrs. THURMAN.

H.R. 1456: Mr. UDALL of New Mexico, Mr.
DEAL of Georgia, Mr. POMEROY, Mr. LEWIS of
Kentucky, Mr. SHOWS, Ms. JACKSON-LEE of
Texas, and Mr. HILLIARD.

H.R. 1476: Mr. FARR of California and Ms.
HOOLEY of Oregon.

H.R. 1485: Mr. WAXMAN and Mr. OLVER.
H.R. 1525: Mr. RAHALL and Mr. CROWLEY.
H.R. 1536: Ms. HOOLEY of Oregon.
H.R. 1538: Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma, Mr.

DEMINT, Mr. PICKERING, and Mrs. MYRICK.
H.R. 1545: Mr. MATSUI, Mr. BERMAN, and

Ms. KILPATRICK.
H.R. 1592: Mr. MCINNIS, Mr. SCHAFFER, Mr.

TANNER, Mr. HERGER, Ms. DANNER, Mrs.
EMERSON, and Mr. REYNOLDS.

H.R. 1606: Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts and
Mrs. MINK of Hawaii.

H.R. 1622: Ms. PELOSI, Mr. BROWN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. RAHALL, Mr. SMITH of New Jer-
sey, Mr. STARK, Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, Mr.
NEAL of Massachusetts, Mr. DEUTSCH, and
Mr. HINCHEY.

H.R. 1648: Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, and Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA.

H.R. 1650: Mr. GUTIERREZ, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr.
MATSUI, Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Mr. BOEHLERT,
Mr. WEXLER, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota,
and Mr. GILMAN.

H.R. 1657: Mr. WEYGAND, Mr. INSLEE, and
Mr. CONYERS.

H.J. Res. 1: Mr. ARMEY.
H.J. Res. 21: Mr. HALL of Texas.
H. Con. Res. 8: Mr. TANNER.
H. Con. Res. 30: Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. SENSEN-

BRENNER, and Mr. HUTCHINSON.
H. Con. Res. 31: Mr. BONIOR.
H. Con. Res. 65: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. GON-

ZALEZ, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. FROST, Mr. SMITH
of Texas, Ms. LEE, Mr. PASTOR, Mr. CONYERS,
Ms. SANCHEZ, Mr. REYES, and Mr. GREEN of
Texas.

H. Con. Res. 74: Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. CON-
YERS, and Mrs. CAPPS.

H. Con. Res. 80: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. EVANS,
Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Mr. CROWLEY, Mrs. KELLY,
and Mr. ENGEL.

H. Con. Res. 84: Mr. FORBES and Mr. GARY
MILLER of California.

H. Con. Res. 88: Mr. LATOURETTE, Mr.
FORBES, and Mr. BACHUS.

H. Res. 41: Mr. ACKERMAN.
H. Res. 89: Mr. WATT of North Carolina and

Mr. GARY MILLER of California.

H. Res. 146: Ms. RIVERS, Mr. SAXTON, Ms.
ESHOO, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina, and Mr. ALLEN.

H. Res. 156: Mr. JACKSON of Illinois, Mr.
RANGEL, Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. JONES of Ohio, Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Ms. LEE, Mr. CLAY,
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. FORD, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN,
Ms. KILPATRICK, Ms. NORTON, Mr. BISHOP,
Mr. DIXON, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. BROWN of Flor-
ida, Ms. CARSON, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida,
Mr. JEFFERSON, Mr. MEEKS of New York, Mr.
BLAGOJEVICH, Mr. RUSH, Mrs. CLAYTON, Mr.
CUMMINGS, Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD, Ms.
WATERS, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. WYNN, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. LAMPSON, Mr. HILLIARD,
Mr. OWENS, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
RODRIGUEZ, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, and Mr.
SCOTT.

f

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows:

H.R. 732: Ms. BROWN of Florida.
H.R. 1598: Mrs. EMERSON.
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